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^ Fhere are 60million-of-us but only-646- of them 


Britain's Vilest Troll - Daily Mail. 
Award winning Columnist, Satirist, 


Libertarian legend. Champion of 
Free Speech and a Free Society. 


Please don't think me callous and cold, dear reader 
(actually, | don't give a shit, think what you like) but 
the figures make for some fascinating reading. Most 
headed for Germany are not Syrians fleeing war torn 
Allepo via Turkey, Greece, Macedonia, Serbia, 
Hungary, then Austria and finally Germany, they are 
residents of Albania, Kosovo and Serbia, simply 
looking to apply their unskilled labour for some cold 
hard cash to send back to the mother country. | have 
no objection to them applying for work visas from any 
country, but to simply turn up at the border, with 
toothless granny in tow and demand free healthcare, 
education, housing and a pension for life is not how | 
would run my private household, let alone a state. 
45,000 have already applied for asylum in Berlin, safe 
in the knowledge that the burgeoning asylum 
processing systems of Europe will not be able to 
physically remove them for the best part of a decade — 
a free pass to the wallets of over burdened taxpayers 
in Northern Europe. 


Anyone doubting whether an EU referendum in the 
UK would fail to deliver independence would do well 
to watch how Brussels deals with what is in effect, an 
invasion. Next year will see the reintroduction of 
national borders, passport controls and strict 
immigration within Europe — mark my words. Much 
like a unified currency, a unified border system 
depends on good behaviour and prudence and as our 
friends the Greeks have shown us, no matter how 
much Brussels likes to think we are all equal 
Europeans, the border guards of Northern Greece 
cannot wait to pass this hot potato straight back to the 
unelected Kommisars in the North. 
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When milk and honey turns sour. 


This week has seen unprecedented images on our 
telescreens as thousands of migrants fought pitched 
battles with various border police for the right to live 
at someone else's expense in the rich parts of Europe. 
Hand wringing correspondents reporting live from 
razor wired border posts interviewing endless 
wanderlings who have risked life and limb to grab a 
slice of the welfare pie instead of actually staying at 
home and overthrowing their corrupt and brutal 
oppressors, endless "we are all humanity" begathon 
appeals from duplicitous politicians desperate to avoid 
being labelled pragmatic or callous as the Middle East 
and Africa slowly empty to head to the bright lights of 
Northern Europe to chance their luck at owning a 
Mercedes S class justlike their corrupt despotic rulers 
at home. 


Never mind claiming asylum in the first safe place, it's 
onwards to the lands of milk of honey because if you 
can just manage to get there, milk and honey there 
will be. Past the glorious beaches and rolling hills of 
Albania and Macedonia, scuttling through the fertile 
plains of Bulgaria and Hungary and onwards to live 
10 to a room in an inner city Berlin ghetto where your 
status as "International Victim" is enshrined in law. 
Call me cynical, but as a father, | wouldn't be loading 
my children onto an overloaded rubber dinghy staffed 
by gun toting gangsters to possibly face a cold dark 
watery grave unless it was my very last chance — and 
for pretty much all of those arriving on EU shores, it's 
far from it. 


Slovakia has decided to face the storm and politely 
decline to accept those it already knows cannot 
integrate into Western society and will only agree to 
take atheists and Christians — you can expect a 
barrage of sanctions from Brussels for that damned 
insolence — and whilst our Politicians bleat about our 
"responsibilities", you can rest assured they too are 
looking very closely at the sheer weight of numbers 
of economic migrants headed principally to the high 
welfare states Germany, UK and Sweden and 
investigating the best ways to slap their borders back 
up to stem the flood. 


What do you mean 
'swarm"? Are you racist 
or something? They're 
squirrels too, you know 4 


۱ Well if you're sure 
=S they're refugees we could 
EX] share, but we don't really | 
ee have enough nuts for Á 
3 everyone 


Look lad, free 
nuts as far as the eye can 
see! Go and get the 
others, quick! 


E-Cigs on the ۰: 
A vaping hole in the national wallet? 


‘Success is the ability to go from one failure to another without loss of enthusiasm". 


TR 


y 


Drug addicts, for example, also cost the NHS 
a considerable amount of money. But the 
difference is that they often lose the ability to 
make reasoned lifestyle choices — and these 
decisions have a wider societal impact in the 
form of petty crime and prostitution. 


Smokers, on the other hand, are nothelpless. 
They're not robbing houses or giving blozzers 
to fund their addiction. And the NHS already 
offers Nicotine Replacement Therapy in the 
form of patches, gum, inhalators, tablets, 
strips, lozenges and sprays. They are getting 
more than enough help, and we shouldn't be 
shelling out billions just so they can continue 
their routines and rituals — or because they 
taste nice. 


That's the thing, e-cigs really are delicious 
(and they look cool too). And it's easy to 
see why they're so popular with kids when 
they come in bubble-gum flavour and look 
like a Bond toy (it’s hard to think who 
wouldn't want one for free). So if they are 
going to be offered medicinally, then it 
should taste like medicine. We'll see how 
many people take up the kind offer of free 
e-cigarettes if they taste like Cod Liver Oil 
and look like a cock. 


We Brits are incredible lucky to have the 
healthcare system we do, and with an aging 
population, we need to be sensible when it 
comes to prioritising resources. It would be 
lovely, for example, if we had enough money 
to provide each morbidly obese citizen with 
a weekly shop of superfoods delivered by an 
attractive personal trainer. But we don't - we 
cut them open like the hogs they've become 
and staple up their stomach. 


E-cigarettes are a luxury we simply cannot 
afford, so suck it up (and exhale). 


Health chiefs have recently suggested that e- 
cigarettes should join nose jobs and breast 
enhancements on a long list of taxpayer 
funded extravagancies. Apparently they're 
‘95% less harmful’ than actual smoking, and 
so of course it would be better for society if 
everyone was vaping instead. But the 
argument they've presented, that giving them 
out on the NHS will save us billions in the long 
term, contains bigger holes than in the ears 
of free-cigs' most likely users (students and 
recently arrived tribesmen). 


According to research commissioned by ASH 
(action on smoking and health), the cost to 
society is approximately £12.9 billion a year — 
a sizeable chunk of change. But of this figure 
only £2bnis spentdirectly ontreating diseases 
caused by smoking. The rest is comprised of 
guestimates relating to productivity and the 
costs to businesses, including £5bn for 
smoking breaks at work (which e-cigarettes 
do nothing to solve). 


Neither, of course, does it factor in any of the 
costs generally associated with being old and 
not dead (dementia care, housing or state 
hand-outs). Or mention anywhere that the 
annual tax revenue generated by tobacco 
sales is over £12bn, making smoking a net 
neutral affair in purely economic terms. So 
before you've even thought about the cost of 
providing the units and weekly prescriptions 
(which would run into the hundreds of 
millions), it's clear that providing e-cigarettes 
on the NHS would be a costly affair indeed. 


"But it isn't about money, it's about saving 
lives and our collective responsibility to create 
a healthier society." 


Most of us are perfectly happy to shoulder the 
cost of helping helpless people get their lives 
in order. 
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Hello and welcome to 'Who s 
Wants to be a Martyr Live on Air?', 
with me Osama Bin Laden. The aim 
of the show is to lure a dumbass bag of skin | 
into becoming a suicide bomber by offering J 
this great suicide vest as our star prize 
and, in the afterlife, a place in 
paradise with 72 virgins. 


Our contestants will be asked ` 
a series of questions and each time 
they get one correct they move up the 
scoreboard. If they answer all 8 questions 
correctly then it's off to Jannah they go via 
a big bang in a crowded civilian area. 


If a contestant gets stuck 
on a question then they have 

three options, '50/50' where we will 
take away two wrong answers, 'ask 
Allah' where they can speak to Allah 
on the phone, or they can choose to 

torture a member of the audience 
. for the answer. 


Today's contestant is NV As.salaam-Alaikum 

Jihadist John who lives for Brother Osama 
Jihad in Iraq and Syria. He is a 
genocidal maniac. He currently 
holds the Jihad record for most 

live You Tube kills, but he's 

looking for a permanent role 

, asa martyr in Paradise. 
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OK question one, y 
Mohammed travelled to That's an easy one 
the moon on what? it’s C a winged horse 
۸۷۳ YES, that’s correct. 
Well done that gets you 

Lae onto the scoreboard 

with 1 virgin 


Mohammed travelled to the moon on what? =‏ وب 


B A: Flying carpet _ B: Prayer power 
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Question two, S 
In Islam, what is not a ; ا‎ 
That's an easy one, 


7٤ it’s C a smacked‏ کک ئ۵" 
bottom‏ ! 


۴ YES, that's correct. 


) : Well done that moves 
LHP you up to 2 virgins on 
the scoreboard 


] === D: Cutting off a foot 


Question three. That's definately 
Who is descended B, Jews 
from apes? 


YES, that's correct. 
Well done that moves 
(ou up to five virgins on 4 
the scoreboard 
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That's another really 
Question four. Which easy one. The answer is 
type of Muslims do we B - Sunni Muslims 


: BE consider apostates 


E, à A 
gial 
k A YES, that’s correct. 
is Well done that moves 
you up to ten virgins on 4 


the scoreboard 


سر em‏ 00 سب 


That one's easy, 
it's D: MTV 


B: 72 virgins 


| know the answer, 
but I’ll torture a member 
of the studio audience 
just for a laugh 


Which of the 


following do you not get | 


in Muslamic Paradise? 


YES, that's correct. 
Well done that moves 
you up to twenty 
virgins 


Question six. What 


was used to fix the moon | 


after Mohammed cut 
it in half? 
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So, you've tortured a LOL, | just tortured 
member of the audience. him, I didn't ask him 


What did they tell you? d UC answer 
is 


YES, that’s correct. 
Well done that moves 
you up to forty virgins on 4 
the scoreboard í 


How was the moon fixed after Mohammed cut it in half? 


B: No more nails 


< K سر‎ 
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That's a tough one 
because we recruit at all 
those places. | guess at 

B, Mosques 


Question seven. What 
is the most effective place ] 
for recruiting terrorists? 


i V YES, that's correct. 
Well done you've hit the 
۱ A jackpot. You win the 
suicide vest 


— What is the most effective place for recruiting terrorists? — 


کا کات Oc‏ 
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ALLAN ACKBAR 


So Jihadi John now you | ALLAN ACKBAR 
have your suicide vest  ] ALLAN ACKBAR 
what are your plans? 


m à | > D: Schools l =m 


DANX 


| guess he couldn't 
wait for a permanent 
erection, rivers of wine 
and his 72 virgins. 
ALLAN ACKBAR 


Unicorns are like 
mushrooms. If you shoot a 
duck or eat a banjo, I'm 
scared of toasters 
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Bit Weird’, ‘Being Secretly Gay When 
Homosexuality Was Illegal’, and ‘Guilt by 
Association’ being recorded against old white 
men who used to occupy positions of power. 
Hundreds of warnings were also handed out to 
those who stubbornly cling to such old fashioned 
concepts as the presumption of innocence or the 
right to a fair trial. Bizarrely, far fewer papers 
reported on incidents involving men suspected 
of being ‘nobodies’. 


Prosecutors have now reconsidered cases 
involving other high profile figures accused of 
grave offences against children. Prosecutors 
have admitted that they were^wrong to abandon 
such cases on the basis that the defendants were 
no longer alive, or were in fact fictional 
characters’. Lawyers for King Herod and the 
Pied Piper of Hamlin are expected to launch 
judicial review proceedings in the High Court 
shortly. 


Show the ladies and 
gentlemen of the Jury where 
the nasty man touched you 


Lord Janner, or ‘Lord Almost-Certainly-a-Nonce 
Janner’ as Burke’s Peerage (SJW Edition) now 
insists that he be styled, was summoned recently 
to appear before the City of Westminster 
Magistrates’ Court in relation to the scheduling 
of his show trial. His guilt, of course, is beyond 
doubt, having been determined in a recent Trial 
by Media. This innovative new procedure, which 
G45 and Capita are said to be interested in rolling 
out nationwide, does away with the archaic 
procedure of hearing evidenceorlegal argument, 
and instead allows highly qualified professional 
witch-hunters, or ‘bloggers’ as they are 
sometimes known, to hear evidence indirectly, 
through Britains famously honest and 
incorruptible press, to ensure the defendant's 
conviction, and to ensure that Justice Lite is 
served. 


In a stunning development, this Trial by Media 
resulted in dozens of convictions for 'Being a 


THE TROUBLING CASE 


OF LORD JANNER 


(0800 7> 


Accordingly, in some of the cases that meet the 
evidential test in the Code for Crown Prosecutors, 
a jury will acquit. Of course, an acquittal does not 
mean that the original decision to prosecute was 
wrong, and nor does it necessarily mean that the 
acquitted defendant is definitely innocent. It simply 
means that the jury was not able to be sure. 


What about the ‘public interest’? It is clearly not in 
the public interest (noris iteven remotely possible) 
to prosecute each and every instance of each and 
every one of the myriad criminal offences on the 
statute books. The Code for Crown Prosecutors 
lists seven factors to be considered by the 
reviewing lawyer. Other factors are set out in 
guidelines issued by the Director of Public 
Prosecutions in relation to particular offences. 


Having considered the process in general terms, 
we turn now to Lord Janner. 


The initial decision regarding Lord Janner 


As we noted earlier, the more high profile a 
defendant, the more senior the lawyer asked to 
review the file. In the case of Lord Janner, the 
decision was made at very top; by Ms Alison 
Saunders, Director of Public Prosecutions. She is 
ultimately responsible for all prosecutions in 
England and Wales, and took the decision 
regarding Lord Janner personally. 


Ms Saunders, after reviewing all of the evidence, 
decided that there was indeed sufficient evidence 
for a realistic prospect of conviction. Accordingly, 
she was required to consider the public interest 
test. Was it in the public interest to prosecute Lord 
Janner? As we will see, the capacity of Lord Janner 
to participate in the proceedings was the most 
important factor. Ms Saunders reviewed four 
medical opinions, two from the defence team's 
experts, and two from experts instructed by the 
prosecution. All of the medical experts agreed that 
Lord Janner was not fit to plead, as he suffered 
from Alzheimer's disease. 


What can the justice system do with a defendant 


It seems that allegations against Lord Janner were 
first made to the police in 1991. The police passed 
a file of evidence to the CPS, who did not pursue 
a prosecution. In 2002, further allegations were 
made against Lord Janner, and against other 
individuals. The police did not pass a file to the 
CPS in respect of Lord Janner, and the CPS 
declined to prosecute the other individuals in 
respect of whom allegations were made. In 2006, 
allegations were again made against Lord Janner, 
and the CPS again declined to prosecute him. 


On both of the occasions that the CPS gave an 
opinion as to prosecution of Lord Janner, the CPS 
decided that there was insufficient evidence to 
prosecute him. How are such decisions made? 
How are they reviewed? What should the criminal 
justice system be doing in cases like this? 


The decision making process 


Prosecutors decide whether to prosecute an 
individual by following the two-stage test set out in 
the Code for Crown Prosecutors. The lawyer 
reviewing the file is required to apply both stages 
of this test in turn. The two stages of this test must 
both be satisfied before a prosecution will proceed. 
Generally speaking, the more high-profile the accused, 
the higher up the chain the file is pushed. Lawyers also 
require special training to handle sex cases. 


The first stage of the test is that there must be 
sufficient evidence for a realistic prospect of 
conviction. The second stage is that a prosecution 
must be in the public interest. 


What does a ‘realistic prospect of conviction’ 
actually mean? To paraphrase, that it is more likely 
than not that a reasonable jury, properly directed, 
will convict on the basis of the evidence in the file. 
This, our sharper minded readers will have noticed, 
is a lower threshold than the test applied by the 
criminal courts, where the members of the Jury 
must be ‘satisfied so that they are sure’ in order to 
convict. The more famous phrasing ‘beyond 
reasonable doubt’ is not used in England & Wales. 


Regrettably, Mr Perry's opinion is not publicly 
available, and so we cannot consider its merits. 
The Guardian reported that Mr Perry considered 
that charging Lord Janner would have a 
"potential deterrent effect". This view, to use a 
technical legal term, is cobblers. No paedophile 
weighs the pros and cons of abusing a child 
before committing the crime, nor is it not obvious 
how many paedophiles are offending simply 
because they think that they will be able to avoid 
prosecution if caught. 


The only other matter mentioned in the press 
was the existence of a judge-led public enquiry 
at which Ms Saunders had asked that the 
complainants be heard. Mr Perry felt that this 
could not replace the adjudication of the courts. 
This brings us to the fundamental question 
underlying the troubling case of Lord Janner. 
What purpose does the criminal justice system 
serve in cases such as this? 


The purpose of the criminal justice system 


Criminal courts exist to ensure that laws are 
respected, that the guilty are convicted, and that 
the innocent are acquitted. The function of the 
criminal justice system is not to provide closure 
for those who have suffered sexual abuse. Of 
course, some measure of psychological relief 
may be provided by the conviction of a 
defendant, but this is not the main purpose of 
the courts. The criminal courts are not an arena 
in which allegations can be aired, unanswered, 
in order that complainants can find a sense of 
peace. 


Newspapers have recently reported many 
allegations as fact. We must not allow our 
criminal justice system to become a vigilante 
mob. The presumption of innocence and the 
right to a fair trial must remain non negotiable 
parts of our system. Justas importantly, we must 
ensure that complaints are always investigated 
properly and that no-one, regardless of status 
or rank, is allowed to remain above the law. 
These two goals are not by any means 
incompatible. 


The role of the criminal justice system in the 
case of Lord Janner 


For the trial process to have any integrity 
whatsoever, it is essential that the defendant be 


who is not fit to plead? Almost nothing. If such a 
defendant is dangerous, certain orders can be 
made to protect the public. In respect of Lord 
Janner, all of the medical experts agreed that he 
was not dangerous and that there was no risk of 
re-offending. What then could the justice system 
do with him? Nothing at all. 


Accordingly, were he to be prosecuted, a 
prosecution would necessarily result in Lord 
Janner being found unfit, and being sent home. 
Ms Saunders decided that it was not in the public 
interest to proceed with this process. She notes 
that she took into account the fact that she had 
askedthatthe complainants be heard atthe public 
enquiry led by Mr Justice Goddard. Her decision, 
however, was challenged. 


Challenging a decision not to prosecute 


Previously, if the CPS decided not to prosecute 
a case, and the complainant or complainants 
disagreed with this decision, their only real option 
would have been to judicially review the decision 
not to prosecute. In the rare cases where 
complainants have begun private prosecutions, 
the CPS is entitled to take over the proceedings, 
and usually discontinues them immediately. 
Recently, however, the CPS have introduced a 
'Right to Review', which allows complainants to 
ask that a decision not to prosecute be reviewed. 
This means that the potentially lengthy and 
expensive process of judicial review is no longer 
necessary, although it is still available. The CPS 
notes thatsincethe introduction ofthis procedure, 
more than 200 prosecutions have taken place 
where the original decision was reviewed and 
overturned. 


Review of the decision not to prosecute 


An independent lawyer, Mr David Perry QC, was 
instructed by the CPS in respect of the Lord Janner 
case. Mr Perry, whose experience and skill in such 
matters are not in doubt, was not asked to carry out 
the review himself, but to ‘provide advice to the CPS 
review’. Thedistinctionis probably oflittle significance 
in this instance, as the CPS review effectively 
adopted Mr Perry’s view. Mr Perry considered that 
the prosecution of Lord Janner would be in the public 
interest. 


And so it was that charges were laid against Lord 
Janner. 


The defence sought a judicial review of District 
Judge Riddle's decision. With commendable 
speed, the High Court ruled that District Judge 
Riddle was entirely correct, and that the law 
required Lord Janner to appear. On 14 August 
2015, after a bit of argument over whether he 
could just Snapchat or Whatsapp the judge, he 
arrived by car, amidst a typically robust press 
scrum. He was wearing a baseball cap, and 
looked every bit the senile old man he is said to 
be. He spentless than one minute in court, where 
the charges against him were sent to the Crown 
Court. He will appear in due course, in order to 
be found unfit and discharged. 


Ms Saunders isto be applauded for her sensible 
decision in difficult circumstances. No man is 
above the law, but the same law applies to all. 


The rich and powerful must answer for their 
alleged crimes, but everyone is equal before the 
law. We must not allow the fundamental tenets 
of our criminal justice system to be swept aside, 
no matter how difficult the issues of a particular 
case. 


given the opportunity to speak. Where this is not 
possible, because the passage of time has 
silenced the defendant, by death or infirmity, the 
courts simply have no more role to play. 
Understandably, complainants feel cheated of 
justice, cheated of their day in court. However 
understandable this feeling may be, the trial of 
an unfit or dead defendant would be a hideous 
spectacle, a show trial. It would be a travesty. 


The original decision notto prosecute Lord Janner 
appears to have been entirely correct. It cannot 
possibly serve the public interest to prosecute a 
man whose illness has rendered him unfit to 
participate in a trial. As Mr Perry noted, the 
outcome of laying charges will necessarily be that 
Lord Janner attends court very briefly, is found 
unfit to plead, and that he is sent home. This is 
not a trial. 


After charges were laid against Lord Janner, his 
legal team sought to have him excused from the 
hearing where he would be sent to the Crown 
Court. District Judge Riddle refused to excuse 
Lord Janner, and required that he appear. 


Make a handy flipbook by printing and cutting out Ed's 
various stages of growth and watch the Milibeard grow 
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' Burnham's Pledge Stone’ | 
" I PLEDGE TO: d 
` Scrap tuition fees | 
; Give more powers to Wales 
# Lead a proudly pro-European party 
| Rail renationalisation 
| Move party away from 'Westminster elite’ 
f. Win votes from white van man 
„Fight for better mental health services 
| Boost the number of doctors and nurses 
/. Not to cut unsocial hours pay for NHS staff 
Build affordable homes 
| Seta proper living wage 
1 Bring social care into the NHS 
Involve Corbyn in rebuilding the party 
Cheap train tickets for part-time workers 
Academies under local authority controls, 
' Bus renationalisation ; 
Keep Cricklewood walk in health centre 
Y Half-female shadow cabinet D 0000 
s Put Everton before running the country T Z j 
\Unite the party and the country i wv 
| Speak at the Durham Miners' Gala 
j» Support St. Michael's Hospital 
í» Fight for constituency and country 
X Sack Jeremy Hunt 
Fight gay blood ban 
Lower taxes 
Save the NHS 
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Free kittens for everyone 
More blue M&Ms per packet 


Free money for the needy 
Free lottery tickets for all 
Living wage for the dead 

No tax for Labour voters 
Free petrol for Labour voters 
Free fish & chips on Fridays 
Anything Corbyn pledges 


A veteran moderate figure of the Labour party, Jeremy Corbyn, is coming out swinging in the 
leadership contest, whipping up a lukewarm ripple of polite approval from the freshly minted 
party faithful with policies on rail nationalisation that would give the late Bob Crow a stonking 
hard on. Corbyn, who is currently polling ahead of half-a-dozen more or less identical New 
Labour Blairites, plans to return to the heady days of British Rail. 


With the return of Network Rail to the public sector fold adding a mere £34 billion to Britain's 
national debt, an immediate ‘full Chavez’ of the national rail system would not exactly be a 
welcome fillip to public finances. When asked to comment on funding this pledge, Corbyn's 
campaign office claimed that the new rolling stock would 'probably not' be fuelled with actual 
bundles of taxpayer cash, but would run on hot air, which a spokesperson claimed would be 
provided by harnessing Owen Jones. 
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~ | Curt Schilling and the Death of Free Speech 
By Robert Spencer 


Robert Spencer is the director of Jihad Watch, a program of the David 
Horowitz Freedom Center, and the author of fourteen books. 
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argumenthere is pretty clear, even if the numbers 
are pure nonsense, but justso it's nolost: Schilling 
is saying that the religion of Islam is akin to Nazi 
Germany, and thatthe world's 1.6 billion Muslims 
are responsible for the actions of a tiny minority 
of extremists in the same way that Nazi-era 
Germans were complicit in Nazi crimes." 


Actually, Schilling's tweet does neither of those 
things. It likens not the religion of Islam, but 
"extremist Muslims," to Nazis, and it doesn't say 
a thing about all Muslims being responsible for 
the crimes of Islamic jihadists. And Fisher's 
woolly logic is typical of the firestorm that has 
engulfed Schilling, as he has been removed from 
ESPN's coverage of the Little League World 
Series and is being pilloried everywhere. 


Schilling himself is repentant and apologetic, but 
it may do no good: he may be facing more 
punishment, and is taking a beating in the 
mainstream media for being "insensitive." 


But what exactly is so offensive about his tweet? 
Is it that he compared "extremist Muslims" to 
Nazis? Surely that can't be it. The Islamic State 
hasn't murdered six million Jews, but surely 
would if it could, and meanwhile its gleeful 


"Curt Schilling's tweet comparing Muslims to 
Nazis is even worse than it sounds," howled Max 
Fisher in Vox — one of the many voices this week 
screaming for Schilling's head for transgressing 
against Americas new and unwritten, but 
nonetheless frightfully draconian, speech codes. 
Fisher professes ignorance of the perp's 
illustrious career, semaphoring that he is a good 
Leftist elitist, ignorant of Schilling's brutish, 
bourgeois athletic achievements: "Curt Schilling, 
whom Wikipedia informs me is a former baseball 
starandcurrent ESPN commentator, senta tweet 
on Tuesday that seems to have emerged straight 
from the internet nether-void of racist email 
forwards." 


"Racist"? Schilling tweeted a graphic that read, 
“It’s said only 5-10% of Muslims are extremists. 
In 1940, only 796 of Germans were Nazis. How'd 
that go?" So where is the "racism"? What race 
are "extremist Muslims"? What race are Muslims 
in the aggregate? What race is Islam? Or did 
Fisher mean that Schilling s tweet was racist 
against Germans? 


Fisher compounds this muddled thinking by 
doubling down on the false claim in his headline, 
that Schilling likened Muslims to Nazis: "The 


SoFisherandtheotherLeftists gleefully stomping 
on Schilling’s professional corpse today should 
explain how exactly he was offensive or 
insensitive (aside from having been a member 
of the 2001 Arizona Diamondbacks and 2004 
Boston Red Sox). ESPN should restore him to 
active duty immediately, but it is much more likely 
that they will force him to issue a groveling 
apology first, or just fire him outright. 


The savaging of Curt Schilling is disquieting proof 
of what lve pointed out many times over the 
years: that anyone and everyone who dares to 
speak a word against jihad terror will inevitably 
be mauled in the public square, and charged with 
"racism," “bigotry” and “Islamophobia” — despite 
the fact that everyone, including the leading 
Muslim groups in the U.S., are supposed to be 
against jihad terror. Schilling, unprepared for the 
onslaught, backed down immediately, thereby 
reinforcing the usefulness of this firestorm as a 
tactic. 


The ultimate goal is to inhibit all criticism of jinad 
terror, so that the jihad imperative can advance 
unimpeded. We're well on the way there. 


ROBERT SPENCER 


NEW YORK TIMES BESTSELLING AUTHOR 


NEW BOOK BY ROBERT SPENCER 
The Complete Infidel's Guide to ISIS 


New York Times bestselling author Robert Spencer reveals the blood-drenched 
history and inner workings of the Islamic State - its military conquests, how it is 
financing its expansion, and the ideology that is driving its success. 


Available on Kindle and in Paperback 


bloodlust, sex slavery, terrorizing of non-Muslims 
and all the rest of it make the comparison 
reasonable. 


Orwas Schilling “insensitive” for daring to suggest 
that peaceful Muslims aren’t doing much to rein 
in their violent coreligionists? Well, let's see. Last 
month, Muslims in Ireland held a demonstration 
against the Islamic State. How many Muslims 
showed up? Fewer than fifty. And in October 
2014 in Houston, a rally against the Islamic State 
organized by the Hamas-linked Council on 
American-Islamic Relations (CAIR) drew the 
grand total of ten people.In August 2013 in 
Boston, about 25 Muslims rallied against 
"misperceptions" that Islam was violent. About 
the same number showed up in June 2013 at a 
progressive Muslim rally in Toronto to claim that 
their religion had been "hijacked." 


Andbackin 2005, agroupcalledthe Free Muslims 
Coalition held what it dubbed a “Free Muslims 
March Against Terror,” intending to “send a 
message to the terrorists and extremists that their 
days are numbered ... and to send a message 
to the people of the Middle East, the Muslim world 
and all people who seek freedom, democracy 
and peaceful coexistence that we support them.” 
In the run-up to the event it got enthusiastic 
national and international publicity, but it ended 
up drawing about twenty-five people. 

Contrast those paltry showings to the thousands 
of Muslims who have turned out for rallies against 
cartoons of Muhammad or against Israel. Here 
are some headlines from the aftermath of the 
Charlie Hebdo jihad massacre of Muhammad 
cartoonists in January 2015: 


Chechnya: 800,000 Muslims protest Muhammad 
cartoons; protests also in Iran, Pakistan, 
Ingushetia, elsewhere 


Pakistan: 10,000 Muslims protest against Charlie 
Hebdo's Muhammad cartoons 


Australia: 1,000 Muslims rally against Charlie 
Hebdo and the freedom of speech 

Kyrgyztsan: 1,000 Muslims rally: ا“‎ am not 
Charlie, | love my Prophet." 


But given a chance to show how Muslims 
overwhelmingly reject "extremism," only a 
handful show up. 
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You ARE fit for work 
you BONE IDLE peasant! 
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More recently, an appeal under the Freedom of 


Information Act forced Mr Duncan Smith to 
acknowledge that thousands of claimants who had 
been assessed as ‘fit to work’ were dying within 
fourteen days ofthis assessment. MrDuncan Smith 
was quick to note that ‘of course, most of these 
work-shy fraudsters will have died of natural 
causes, most probably laziness or obesity, which 
is their own fault for being poor’. He also noted that 
the economy was picking up, especially the 
‘mineral mining sector’, and that ‘compulsory 
unpaid internships’ would soon be offered to 
jobseekers. When a journalist from Channel 4 
enquired whether salt mines and gulags really were 
the best way to handle the sick and vulnerable, Mr 
Duncan Smith resumed his human form, and 
retired to his private quarters beneath the DWP 
building. 


lain Duncan Smith has been praised by 
many Conservatives for continuing his 
recent drive to place the notorious 
Department for the Work and Pensions 
beyond the reach of satirists. Mr Duncan 
Smith previously shot to fame by 
introducing stringent ‘work capability 
assessments’. After several corpses, 
three left-over sandwiches, and a number 
of items of office furniture were assessed 
as ‘perfectly fit and able to work’, there 
were many calls for review. Mr Duncan 
Smith was applauded for ensuring that the 
policies were so toxic that the company 
holding the contract to carry out the 
assessments, Atos, paid an undisclosed 
sum, believed to be ‘an absolute shitload 
of cash’, to terminate the contract early. 


What's the difference ` | 
between Basil Brush and 


a suicide bomber? 
A suicide bomber only 
goes BOOM once. 


ISLAMIC SCHOLAR WARNS OF CHRISTIANS 
CONVERTING TO STAR WARS RELIGION 


By Liam Deacon 
Reporter @BreitbartLondon. Philosophy Grad. Classical liberal. Adversarial. 
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as "Jedi" inwhatbecame known asthe Jedi census 
phenomenon. 


The vast majority did so as a joke, either to poke 
fun at the government or as a secular protest 
against religion featuring in the census and public 
life generally. In the UK, 390,127 people, almost 
0.896 of the population, put themselves down as 
Jedi. 


The joke took off in Turkey four months ago, when 
around 5,000 students signed a petition calling for 
their university to build a Jedi temple. 


The students were responding to 200,000 people 
who had signed a petition calling fora new mosque 
on campus, and mocking the increasingly 
aggressive Islamist agenda of president 
Erdogan’s government, who is eroding the secular 
foundation of the nation. 


It appears Yorulmaz didn't get the joke. 


This February, thousands of students and 
teachers in different cities protested against 
government plans to refocus education on Islam, 
and to raise a “pious generation." 


Turkey's leading religious body has warned of 
the supposed dangers of the Jedi religion 
spreading among the country's Christian 
minority. Jediism is a movement based on the 
fictional religion in the Star Wars films, and is 
widely regarded as a joke. 


Marmara University Professor Bilal Yorulmaz 
wrote — un-ironically — in the latest edition of the 
Diyanets monthly magazine: "Jediism ... is 
spreading today in Christian societies. Around 
70,000 people in Australia and 390,000 people in 
England currently define themselves as Jedis." 


The leading Islamic scholar also criticised Turkish 
theatre and cinema for supposedly presenting 
religious people as the bad guys in films in an “ill- 
minded" way, and for giving Islamic names to 
unintelligent characters. 


According the Temple of the Jedi Order website, 
Jediism followers are, "real people that live or lived 
their lives according to the principles of Jediism, 
the real Jedi religion or philosophy." 


Jediism gained notoriety (and plenty of laughs) in 
the west in 2001 when, thanks to an online 
campaign, millions of people listed their religion 


SPEECH WARS 


Episode seventeen. Moe the Merciless is becoming more and more 
frustrated with the Secular Alliance, in particular bloggers who are 
prepared to publicly defy his blasphemy laws. If he is to spread 
his blasphemy laws to every corner of the galaxy, and the even 

darker side of the force is to reign supreme, he must take action... 


We could offer them a 
re-education programme and Y 
convince them that Allan is 
the one true God and you're 

his motorcycle messenger 


You'll need to get the 
usual support from the i 
politically correct useful idiots 
that always help our cause 


7 |'m getting daily reports 
of atheist bloggers openly 
defying my blasphemy laws 
and denying the existence of 
Allan and those cartoonists 
are still depicting me 


Don't be stupid, this 
is Islam. We will strike 
terror into the hearts of the | 
unbelievers and through fear 
they will comply and submit 
to blasphemy laws 


That's a formality. 
They're more concerned 
with being seen as 
morally superior, that's 


why Islam will dominate 


the world 


Whist | control 
the mainstream 
media, | don’t control 
social media. All | can 
do is demonise them 
as bigoted, racist 


I've deposited 
twenty billion 
petrodollars into our 
advertising account 
with you and expect 
your help suppressing 


atheist bloggers and ہا‎ islamophobes کر‎ 


00 WIES. 
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For that sort 
of money ۱ would 
sell my soul, if 
| had one, so 
consider it 


But that 
will put many of my 
users at risk in lands 
where you have 
millions of devout 
followers, willing to 
kill in the name 
of Allan 


JE SUIS 


CHARLIE 


cartoonists 


; You can also ۹ 
suppress the stories 
of me and my followers 


wiping out the culprits. | 


If any of the stories do 
make into headline 
news you will simply 
proclaim that they 
have nothing to do 
with Islam 


You will put a 
new policy in place 
forcing facebook users 
to use their real 
identities so we can 
target unbelievers 
and blasphemers 


7 You choose, 
either do as | say or OK. OK. OK 
W Ill cut your head off rll do it. My users 
here and now you filthy can set up anonymous 
Kafir, then we'll cut off pages rather than user 
the heads of your accounts, so the only 
family, friends, | ones it will affect are 
neighbours and | those stupid enough 
your pets to value their 
popularity above 


their safety sem 


CHARLIE 


OK slaves, the 
groundwork has been laid 
for an all out massacre on 

unbelievers that will 
strike terror into 
their hearts. 


On days like these I 
really don't understand 
why infidels doubt Islam is 
the Religion of Peace? 
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Hundreds of bloggers and 
cartoonists were massacred 
today by Moe the Merciless and 
his minions for blasphemy. This 
clearly has nothing to do 
with Islam, because Islam 
is the Religion of Peace 


WERE BLASPHEMOUS BLOGGERS AND 
CARTOONISTS ASKING FOR IT? 


i! 
۱ It’s clear that Evil Emperor ` 
This is a bad day for the MN Murdoch and all the politically ٦ 
Secular Alliance, we are being p A E correct useful idiots are determined 
systematically wiped out around S DOR جى‎ M to aid Moe and the even darker 
the world and the Vive Charlie A SS bcd side of the force to implement 


Cartoon exhibition has been blasphemy laws throughout the 
à cancelled in London | | | UAN galaxy, cowards 


Charlie and the Jihadi Factory 


"We who are about to be offended salute you" 
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...you don't have to support violence to subscribe 
to certain intolerant ideas which create a climate 
in which extremists can flourish. Ideas which are 
hostile to basic liberal values such as democracy, 
freedom and sexual equality. 


[We must confront] groups and organisations that 
may notadvocate violence — but which do promote 
other parts of the extremist narrative... We must 
demand that people also condemn the wild 
conspiracy theories, the anti-Semitism, and the 
sectarianism too. 


In his conclusion AM said: 


Cameron's speech is littered with illiberal policies 
and every single one rests on this idea that 
extremism and terrorism are linked. 


| believe Islamic extremism and terrorism are 
linked. AMs assessment goes against much of 
popular understanding on the subject and it is 
therefore important to examine how he made it 
and what it means. The examination is a useful 
basis on which to look at the wider discussion of 
radicalisation currently being had and of the logic 
behind some of the criticism of the Government 
and/or Quilliam. 


The form for his objection is that from looking at 
studies of Islamist attitudes it can be shown that 
being an Islamist does not mean one is any more 
likely to be violent than a non-Islamist and that 
there is no process oftransition from a non-violent 
to a violent one. These statements, if correct, 
apparently render Cameron and ه)‎ 7٤9 
approaches useless while also disproving the 
"conveyor-belt theory of terrorism". 


The studies he cites are certainly useful and 
interesting. However, | don't think they go as far 
as to show what he suggests they do and they do 
not contradict a good faith interpretation of what 
Quilliam and David Cameron believe. 


It may well be that it takes certain innate traits to 


Understanding what makes a terrorist start 
terrorising is apparently useful in preventing 
terrorism. 


Recently the blogger, Anonymous Mugwump, 
posted a piece entitled ‘Think Again: David 
Cameron, Conveyer [sic] Belts and Non-Violent 
Extremism'. Before | read it | noticed that several 
people, including Mehdi Hasan, had 
recommended it in glowing terms. Such a 
recommendation would be an alarm bell for me 
about any piece but having read so much of AM's 
work, and pretty much always agreed with him, 
it seemed incongruous. | dare say it did to him 
too which no doubt caused him to produce this 
amusing chain for his new set of followers. 


By way of background, AM specialises in 
producing analytical pieces, of high value and 
insight, based upon interrogating data from 
sources he is scrupulous about vetting. In 
particular his pieces on post-surge COIN 
operations are invaluable. He has also in the past 
said some extremely nice and unrepeatable 
things about what | write. This latter point seems 
to suggest that opposites attract as | scrupulously 
try to avoid data altogether, but we tend to come 
to similar conclusions from opposite directions. 
His latest piece finds me in a rare position of 
disagreement. 


He says: 


...there is no causality between Islamism and 
terrorism. 


This is quite some claim and | could see instantly 
why Hasan would like it. Hasan is extremely 
protective about the reputation of his religion, he 
spoke against Cameron’s Birmingham speech 
and indeed speaks against any attempts to link 
Jihadism with Islam let alone Islamism with 
Islamist violence. AM directly challenges 
Cameron’s assumptions and highlights these 
parts of his speech in particular (AM’s 
underlinings): 


principles but he could as easily fear and denounce 
it because of its anarchic nature, because of his 
fear it could grow and be poorly controlled. That 
is to say it can be for entirely tactical rather than 
for moral reasons that they are not advocating 
terrorist violence and still appear as separate in 
the studies that AM cites. 


AM includes studies from Muslim majority 
countries and uses the words ‘violence’ and 
‘terrorism’ applied to groups and people 
internationally. Cameron’s speech was aimed at 
communities within Britain and the problems we 
face here, including those leaving to join ISIS. We 
should be aware of the potential for different factors 
being at play when discussing people acting within 
a Muslim majority country and/or countries in 
conflict and our situation in the UK or other Western 
European countries as it may be that concerns 
about assimilation or the need for an identity have 
a different bearing. 


The Conveyor of Straw 


۹m 


Anonymous Mugwump said: 


The basic idea is that non-violent Islamist ideology 
-> violent Islamist terrorism. It's an idea referred 
to as the “conveyer-belt theory of terrorism” 
propounded by (mostly non-academic) bodies like 
the Quilliam Foundation. 


The argument runs thus: 

1. The measures and policies Cameron and 
Quilliam are advocating are to stop the linear 
journey from Muslim, to Islamist to Islamist 
Terrorist. 


2. Studies show that this linear journey doesn't 
really take place. 


3. Therefore the measures and policies advocated 
are wrong. 


| think this is a strawman. 


become a terrorist and one can be an Islamist 
while abhorring terrorism. This does not mean per 
se that there is no causality between the non- 
violent Islamist and violence. In the wrong hands 
these arguments are used to help deny the link 
between Islam itself and terrorism, give more room 
for Islamists to operate and move the focus of 
prevention to where it will be ineffective. If there 
is causality, then this is a problem. 


Stipultions, Definitions and Suchlike 
Anonymous Mugwump said: 


let’s start with definitions: an Islamist believes in 
the political application of Islam. A violent Islamist 
believes in the violent application of Islam. This 
is the dividing line between non-violent and violent 
extremism. Both are problems that should be 
tackled but the Quilliam view treats them as part 
of the same problem. Both are ideologies — which 
is why the idea that this isn't an “ideological” 
problem is wrong, what matters is which ideology 
we're talking about. 


He discusses beliefs in the means to an end here 
and calls them ‘ideologies’ where surely an 
ideology refers only to the ends? It may be that 
an individual is a psychopath and just the brutality 
is the motivation and the rest used as cover. The 
same could be said for those needing an identity 
or self-importance and the dangerous or forbidden 
aspects of the lifestyle are attractive. But if the 
journey is leading to the same place, an ideal of 
the restoration of the Caliphate and/or theocracy, 
then this is merely a difference in tactics, not 
ideology. One is saying that they can use violence 
to achieve an end the other is saying they don't 
wish to. 


AM's piece speaks of ‘terrorism’ and it speaks of 
‘violence’ but these terms are not synonyms. The 
Islamist is not renouncing all violence. They are 
not renouncing violence from state actors, 
including armies of the state they wish to set up 
who would fight against enemies of it, within or 
without. They can well be supportive of military 
coups or violent punishments. The difference is 
merely in the application of non-state terror tactics 
to reach their goal. For that reason I will refer to 
them as 'non-terrorist Islamists'. 


A 'non-terrorist' Islamist could object to the non- 
state violence because he feels it is against his 


speech: that non-violent extremism creates the 
"mood music" for violent jihad. This has been 
labeled the “conveyor belt” theory of 
radicalisation — and it’s the subject of a good deal 
of controversy in academic circles. Several recent 
Studies have shown that support for Islamist 
politics does not predict support for terrorism. In 
2010, a leaked government report stated: “It is 
sometimes argued that violent extremists have 
progressed to terrorism by way of a passing 
commitment to non-violent Islamist extremism, for 
example of a kind associated with al-Muhajiroun 
or Hizb-ut-Tahrir ... We do not believe that it is 
accurate to regard radicalisation in this country as 
a linear ‘conveyor belt’ moving from grievance, 
through radicalisation, to violence.” When | put 
this to Nawaz, he immediately says “No, no”, going 
on to describe the whole conveyor-belt theory as 
“a red herring”. But, confusingly, he then appears 
to restate it. “There is a link. What we cannot deny 
is that there’s an association between exclusion, 
segregation, non-violent extremist thinking and 
Jihadism." 


The idea of the ‘mood music’ is NOT the same 
thing as the belief in a linear journey which a single 
individual goes through. Noris itthe same as when 
Cameron talks of terrorists first being ‘influenced’. 
It is, as | will demonstrate subsequently, possible 
for Islamism to have a causal relationship with 
terrorism without a single non-terrorist Islamist 
turning into a terrorist. When Shariatmadari 
suggests “confusingly, he then appears to restate 
it.", Nawaz is in no way restating it. An ‘association’ 
is not necessarily a linear progression yet it can 
still be a causal factor. 


This quoted section does however show that 
Maajid Nawaz, and the leaked government report, 
are flatly denying that the ‘conveyor-belt theory’ 
has value. They do not believe it is ‘accurate’. It 
is a red-herring'. Quilliam’s work over recent times 
and Cameron’s speech do not suggest this simple 
linear relationship is apparent and so disproving 
it doesn't get you anywhere. Like 'Trickle-Down 
Economics’, it is a strawman and when you hear 
it, you will almost inevitably be hearing it from a 
critic rather than an advocate. 

Opinions About the Causal Factors of 
Radicalisation are like Arseholes 


Although there are many different factors in play 
within different people and to differing extents, the 


There is a similarity between the 'Conveyor-Belt 
Theory and the notion of ‘Trickle-Down 
Economics'. Namely that almost the entire use of 
the phrase is by people trying to refute it rather 
than those trying to promote it. Amjad Khan wrote 
a piece objecting to exactly this use of the term 
and also called it a strawman fallacy. He said: 


I would be happy to be proven wrong on this point 
butmyresearch suggests such a theory was never 
putforward by anyone and the term 'conveyor belt 
theory of radicalisation' was concocted by those 
that are now critics of the theory. It is a grand straw 
man; the mother of all straw men if you like. 


And: 


...NO Quilliam spokesperson has ever referenced 
the conveyor belt theory. 


AM being AM was of course able to rapidly find a 
usage of it from Quilliam. In this case from their 
2008 launch publication. 


In recent months, there has been a forced re- 
evaluation of some of the ideas advocated by 
Islamists. Normal Muslims, those not influenced 
by Islamists, are increasingly more comfortable 
in rejecting notions of a single Caliphate, ruling 
by one interpretation of Shari'ah law, and 
accepting their indisputable British heritage. 
Nevertheless, there remains a core of 
Wahhabite-Islamist activists and groups who 
continue to advocate separatist, 
confrontational ideas that, followed to their 
logical conclusion, lead to violence. At the very 
least, the rhetoric of radicals provides the mood 
music to which suicide bombers dance. 


However, despite proving that single assertion 
wrong, | still contend AM is being unfair in 
suggesting Quilliam propound it as a useful tool 
for understanding radicalisation as they explicitly 
deny it is one. 


On Sunday 2nd August The Guardian published 
this execrable hit piece on Nawaz by David 
Shariatmadari. The following section is a perfect 
example of the mistake in using the term, and 
frankly, of rank stupidity: 


That's the impression | get when | challenge him 
on one of the central tenets of the Cameron 
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a dismissal of any of these 


The above is not 
particular factors, there is some truth to all of them, 
it is merely to suggest | haven't found the route to 
a wholly satisfactory explanation from any single 
one. Yet nor would | dream of resting on some sort 
of 'you're all equally right' gooeyness. 


My own predilections had left me waiting for a long 
time to hear something along the lines of 
Cameron's speech. 


AM said: 


weight placed on different factors seems to have 
a great deal to do with an observer's predilections 
and expertise. Atheist polemicists will focus on the 
religion, the causes are all there in the texts. 
Somebody protective of Islam will latch onto any 
reasons that point elsewhere, it could happen to 
anyreligion or even without religion. Psychologists 
search for recurring themes in character types or 
brain function or something meaningful to their 
craft. Those with an intrinsic dislike of any 
manifestation of Western power will blame 
grievances and the terrorist becomes the victim. 
Conservatives tend to go for arguments around 
identity, or indeed a lack of one. And | dare say 
somebody who holds great stock in the numbers 
will require ways to reduce the subject into terms 
that can be plotted on a graph. 


it didn't surprise me that people were choosing 
another one on offer. Especially one that insisted 
they were chosen, better, cleaner, yet also put 
upon, wronged and deserving of recognition. Who 
wishes to associate themselves with an identity 
hell-bent on apologising for its own expression? 
If Islamism thrives on conspiracy theories and 
victimhood what benefit is there in having a culture 
that tacitly agrees with them and helps propagate 
them about themselves? It is almost as if constant 
communal displays of masochism are inviting the 
production of sadists. 


Those who don't seem to need an identity or don't 
wish to mix it with any assertiveness or pride will 
have no sense of something lacking without one. 
But some of us are quite tribal and will find one 
one way or another. This being the case it is better 
to have something for people to channel that 
energy into you can live with or they will go 
elsewhere for it and find something you can't. 


Having said | noticed how the weighting in analysis 
seems dependent on predilections and 
experiences, the above constitute mine. | suggest 
this sort of thinking somewhat chimes with what 
David Cameron spoke of in Birmingham and it is 
broadly why | was pleased he made it and why | 
regretted that it has taken 15 years to hear a Prime 
Minister express the points he did. 


As much as | have blamed the Left in the above, 
elements of the Right were not helping either. 
When reading Maajid Nawaz's excellent book 
‘Radical’ | was struck by the realisation that he is 
my age and at the same time as | was an army 
cadet just waiting to be old enough to progress he 
was being chased by racist, neo-Nazi gangs. And 
so when was atthe OTC at university and getting 
ready to go to Sandhurst he was being put into an 
Egyptian prison. Subsequently he has found a 
cause and a struggle and it has a proud identity. 
Pluralism, liberalism and solidarity with those 
fighting for it. | share it | hope. | suggest he has 
managed to fill a hole that existed and perhaps, 
having like me passed the age where the more 
kinetic adventure tends to hold such allure, it 
manages to satisfy. And for Nawaz it is certainly 
a fight, he is a lightning rod for obloquy via cheap 
shots, hatchet jobs and smears from many sides. 


In short: The Left helped make a coherent national 
sense of identity unattractive and the Right was 
ensuring many were not welcome to share it. 


...Studied the biographies of 62 homegrown 
terrorists in Canada and Europe and compared 
young persons with similar political or religious 
convictions, of which one group was prepared to 
use violence whereas the other was not. What 
distinguished the violent from the nonviolent 
radicals was their longing for adventure, 
excitement, and a cool existence (quoted in Van 
San (2015)). 


This makes a lot of sense to me. | do ‘buy it’. When 
younger, | felt the need for a cause and a struggle 
and ‘longed for adventure’. And, ifl am completely 
honest, | wanted it to include violence. | knew with 
100% certainty | was going to join an infantry 
regiment in the British Army and that to me was 
a ‘cool existence’. At that time (as now) | was also 
confident that any fight | may have had to be 
involved in wouldn't be a terrible moral struggle 
to me. Fighting for Britain tends to mean you're 
fighting some pretty nasty people. 


But grew up with a fairly easily found, yet strongly 
held, sense of identity, it was hard not to in my 
family. Atthe time these questions of radicalisation 
were first being asked it felt to me that revisionist 
history, relativist writers, Lefty teachers, TV 
comedians and a great number of my 
contemporaries were makingitdifficulttofeel pride 
in the identity | was born with. It was certainly 
difficult to assert that this identity and its 
associations with the rule of law, justice, fairness 
(insert boilerplate description of British values 
here) was superior in any way to anything else or 
something that could be asserted without a cultural 
cringe. British identity was vanilla, boring, uncool 
and to assert it was boorish or 'problematic'. This 
was the time when the chosen method of the 
nation celebrating the new millennium included 
stuffing a Dome with banal inoffensive 
nothingness such as little kids running around in 
plain purple tops. At the same time, post 
Braveheart, people seemed awfully keen to be 
Scottish, Welsh, or Irish as distinct from vanilla, 
anything that had some meaning.. 
Multiculturalism was the new norm for Britain and 
our core national identity was having no core 
national identity. 


This is to suggest | believed | understood why 
people were grasping for alternatives. For some 
young people the need for such an identity would 
remain while our society was failing to provide an 
attractive and confident one and in this situation 


with those that do and which is significant enough 
to be relevant to prevention policy. 


Ummah-getting-outtahere 


Root Causers are always keen to explain that the 
reasons for violent action can be found in the 
resultant anger from Western 'crimes' against 
Muslims. Let us assume this is at least partially 
true. It helps deflect blame from the religion and 
introduce an entirely political justification, one in 
which the perpetrator themselves is not to blame. 
But are these oil and water? کا‎ the political 
grievance not affected by the religious? If 
something can be dismissed as merely political 
despite the contrary claims of the perpetrators, 
then surely we would see a larger number of similar 
actions in response to similar grievances which 
havenoreligious aspect. When examined properly 
the Islamic element crops up again as the very 
source of the anger to begin with. And the 
generation of this anger is massively aided by 
Islamists. 


Within a few hours of the attacks on Charlie 
Hebdo's offices Hasan tweeted this: 


The piece he linked to stated the following which 
is seemingly Hasan's point: 


Cherif Kouachi reportedly told a court that he was 
inspired by detainee abuse by U.S. troops at 
Baghdad's infamous Abu Ghraib prison 


This then is the recurring notion that a grievance 
about what some non-Muslims do to some 
Muslims is a non-religious motivation for action by 
other Muslims, often far away, who are unrelated 
to the situation other than by the term 'Muslim'. 


Is this then not religious causality for the anger 
itself? Or at least the level of it? 


One might indeed try to argue that it is a sense of 
injustice caused by something being unjust, which 
is a sense that can be universally felt. Though 
Atheist and Christian sympathisers of Palestine 
and Iraq don’t go and join ISIS, shoot up a 
cartoonist’s office or blow up airliners over the 
same apparent injustices. Are they merely 
incapable of generating the same level of anger 
without first being of the same religion as the 
‘victims’, or is there a reason why these people 
manifest their reaction to the anger in different 


You is or You Ain’t? 


Is there a divide between the non-terrorist and the 
terrorist Islamist that is innate or existing before 
‘radicalisation’? Perhaps, even probably. | 
suspect if we had enough data it would form 
clusters of likelihood towards violent acts in people 
which then corresponded with the following of 
different paths within Islamism. 


Watching an ISIS snuff movie or two it is easy to 
assume that psychopaths are the first to answer 
the call to arms. And if this is true it is easy to 
assume that the blood-lust is the goal and the 
religious justification comes second, a retroactive 
excuse if you will. However, even the briefest 
glance at history tells us you don't need to be a 
psychopath to commit unspeakable acts. You 
certainly don't need to be a psychopath to take 
up arms for your people and your ideology. | think 
it is safe to assume that even if there are 
exceptions, people working towards the Islamist 
ideal, even through violence, first need to identify 
with the cause and if the cause does not exist 
those exceptions would need to look elsewhere 
for fulfillment. 


The people who might follow the path that ends 
with terrorism would still be considered fairly 
'normal' in society in terms of their characteristics 
and potential before they start on the path. The 
same person with a tendency towards that search 
forexcitement and adventure might go to the Army 
after growing up with one identity and to Jihadist 
organisations if growing up with another. The 
variable is the alternative identity and its viability. 
So even if there is no movement between the two 
Islamist groupings (I suggest this is unlikely and 
thatwedo nothavethe studies yet to be conclusive 
either way), the non-terrorist Islamist is still 
assisting the development of the violent one by 
creating, propagating and articulating the 
grievance, the cause, the ideal and the identity. 
They are also assisting by working against the 
validity of the alternative identity, namely that of 
the country they live in. 


Some will join through belief. Some will use the 
belief to justify actions they have an existing urge 
to undertake. Some will hold the belief and wish 
to further it through violence. All three require the 
belief however. By promoting the cause and its 
ideal Islamists who do not support terrorist groups 
are surely still constructing a causal relationship 


Yes, but the circumstances don't affect all in the 
same way, so we require a serious understanding 
of internal behaviour to explain their unique 
reactions. The setting up of these external 
motivations falls short when it appears there are 
so few non-Islamic examples to closely match 
them. 


It is true that increasing numbers of people 
unrelated to the Kurds are joining them to fight 
ISIS, seeming mainly to be ex-soldiersfrom Britain, 
or America. These too might be thrill seekers, 
although the alienation and hopelessness 
argument seems less valid here. Those people 
who join ISIS could have joined the other side if a 
solution to their existential boredom was the only 
purpose. Thosehelpingthe Kurds arenotexpected 
to convert, nor do they tend to be quoting scripture 
or acting in  religiously mandated ways. 
Furthermore the desire to stick up for that side in 
the argumentis entirely in keeping with the morality 
oftheir upbringing and their home society. Greater 
explanation is required for a person to leave Leeds 
and fight for ISIS than to fight for the Kurds. And 
| cannot see that explanation not featuring the 
promotion of Islamist ideas. 


Hasan derides the two saps who bought 'Islam for 
Dummies' before heading out to Syria as this 
proves they are not serious religious scholars or 
had an in depth knowledge before deciding to go. 
However, it is important that it is still considered 
necessary as it shows this is a religious call they 
are answering. Even if the knowledge of scripture 
was a ‘retrospective’ action the anger and sense 
of solidarity wasn't and | think it religious. 


To hear talk of the Umma is common place, often 
alongside talk of Muslim 'brothers and sisters'. It 
can mean several things but often it is used to 
provide the sense that Muslims are one family and 
an attack on one is an attack on the whole. 
Something Islamists of all stripes like to push and 
it explicitly overrides national borders and 
identities. 


This sort of talk is a logical step from any member 
of a group seeking to arouse responses to attacks 
against them but it does appear to have particular 
traction in Islam. The old word 'Christendom' is no 
longer used and | don't think other religions have 
quite the same concept used to the same extent. 


In the Oxford Union debate on the motion ‘Is Islam 


ways? Even if they are recent converts, why is 
the religious element required? | accept | would 
have to make the argumentit is doctrinal and more 
prevalent in Islam or else this is simply an 
argument that it is sectarianism. So here goes: 


Northern Ireland comes in handy when looking at 
religion vs sectarianism. The Troubles are a 
genuine case of the sectarian framed by the 
religious. The two sides are described as different 
primarily along a religious division but the tenets 
and dogma are broadly irrelevant beyond the 
historical, even if then. How much of the fight is 
due to religious sensibilities and devotion? 
Compare and contrast: 


The methods of violence didn't go backto religion, 
there is no biblical imperative to kneecap and 
execute with the bullet behind the ear. Nor were 
the targets religious, they didn't hit churches first 
and the Bible wasn't cited as justification. The 
terrorists weren't quoting scripture or screaming 
of the greatness of God. 


If there was in-group solidarity the group was 
restricted to being of the religion AND Irish. The 
odd adventure-seeking lrish American made it 
over, sent arms or put money in the tin, but a 
Mexican Catholic in Mexico was never likely to fly 
to Ulster to join the struggle. Again, it is 
sectarianism beyond religious solidarity or 
imperative. 


Was a Catholic, Irish-American ever likely to blow 
themself up in an American city due to anger with 
their government's support for their ally, Great 
Britain? That would have been truly bizarre and 
yet some seem to suggest that a lad from Leeds 
of Pakistani origin strapping explosives to himself 
and detonating on a tube train in London is 
predominantly explained by the actions of the UK 
in Iraq, a country he has never been to. In recent 
times, some Muslims in Egypt have been killing 
Christians for being Christian and Chinese 
Christians are not forming groups to avenge them 
because they too are Christians. 


From Hasan's article in response to Graeme 
Wood: 


"You attribute other people's behaviour to internal 
motivations but your own to circumstances. ‘They're 
attacking us and therefore we have to attack them. 
” Yet, he tells me, we rarely do the reverse. 


grounds, the cradle of Islam, source of the 
Prophet's mission, site ofthe Ka'bah waslaunched 
by the Christian army of the Americans and their 
allies. 


God is Most Great. Today, from the same shelters 
inAfghanistan, we are working to lift offthe injustice 
that was inflicted upon the nation by the Jewish- 
Crusaders alliance, especially after their 
occupation ofthe Prophet's land, praise and peace 
be upon him, and their desecration of land of the 
two holiest sites. We ask Allah to grant us victory. 
He is the defender and the almighty. 


The right thing to do in this prevailing situation is 
what the scholars decided, like what sheikh [Ibn 
Tamimah] may Allah bless his soul; said: “all 
Muslims should join forces to drive back the 
infidelity, which controls the Islamic world". Putting 
up with minimum harm for the sake of driving back 
the biggest harm, which is the great infidelity. 
Driving back the American occupier enemy is the 
most essential duty after faith. 


Clearly after Belief there is no more important duty 
than pushing the American enemy out of the Holy 
land...I/f it is not possible to push back the enemy 
except by a collective movement of the Muslim 
people, then there it is a duty of the Muslims to 
ignore the minor differences among themselves. 
The ill effect of ignoring these differences, at a 
given period of time, is much less than the ill effect 
of the occupation of the Muslims’ land by the main 
infidels. 


(AlAqsa Mosque) was handed over to the Jews. 
The nation's wounds still bleed there since that 
time. 


I say: the sons of the land of the two holiest sites 
had come out to fight against the Russians in 
Afghanistan, the Serbs in Bosnia-Herzegovina, 
and today they are fighting in Chechnya... | say, 
"If sons of the two holiest sites are aware of and 
have faith in the necessity of jihad against the 
infidels everywhere, then they are stronger, more 
zealous and more enthusiastic to defend their 
country where they were born, and defend its 
greatest shrine, the Ka'bah. They also know that 
Muslims around the world will come to their aid 
and help them in their cause. The duty and cause 
of all Muslims is liberating their sacred places". 


So according to Bin Laden, a slight against 


In the Oxford Union debate on the motion 'Is Islam 
a religion of peace?', Hasan said: 


Go and listen to Sheikh Tahir-ul-Qadri, one of 
Pakistan's most famous Islamic scholars who 
published a 600 page fatwa condemning the killing 
of all innocents and all suicide bombings 
unconditionally without any ‘ifs’ or ‘buts’. 


Inthe preface to that Fatwa, pages 15/16, he wrote 


The intention to protect Islam, defend it against 
foreign aggression and avenge the wrongs and 
excesses inflicted upon the Muslim Umma is one 
thing, but the brutal mass murder of peaceful 
citizens.... is altogether different. 


So even in a fatwa against terrorist violence he is 
still demonstrating the concept which | suggest is 
importantin understanding the nature of the anger 
others suggest drives terrorism. The terrorist 
method is being disavowed but the religious root 
of the anger is being confirmed as part of the 
tradition. This concept is used often and explicitly 
in calls for jihad and by nominally non-terrorist 
Islamists. 


Osama Bin Laden’s 1996 Declaration of War 
against the United States wallows in the tropes of 
Muslim victimhood and conspiracism and | think 
it is somewhat relevant to the mindset of modern 
jihadists. The most fundamental grievance 
expressed in it is the presence of US troops in 
‘Holy Lands’. The troops had arrived to help protect 
Saudi Arabia from Saddam’s forces. This 
grievance is explicitly religious, it is a claim that 
infidels are present in somewhere religiously 
important and they should not be. But he also 
insists that it is a religious duty for ALL Muslims 
to counter it. This is important and | think it 
demonstrates that the concept of a Muslim bloc, 
the victimhood of that block and the requirement 
to act upon it are all bound up within the Islamist 
interpretation of the religion, if not a more general 
one. It is the Umma against the Infidel. 


Here are some examples from Bin Laden (my 
underlining): 


This last aggression was the worst catastrophe 
that was inflicted upon the Moslems since the 
death of the Prophet. That is, the occupation of 
the land of the two holiest sites, Islam's own 


apparently notable enough for Hasan to instantly 
tweet it. 


How can the Islamist's interpretation of the religion 
be separated from such a bizarre chain of 
causality? کا‎ such a chain imaginable, not just 
without religion but with another religion? Without 
the tradition of the Umma and without the victim 
mentality so familiar in Islam, without its Islamist 
representatives claiming a slight against one as a 
slight against all, how could this have occurred? 
It couldn't. It is illogical and it only happens in this 
way when people seem to identify with Islam, and 
identify with it as a pan-national, primary identity. 


So the very reason given for these violent acts 
being contrary to an Islamictradition is itself clearly 
partofan Islamic, and especially Islamist, tradition. 


The need for an identity might be universal, and 
seeing your religion as intrinsic to it can be true in 
many religions, but there is a tradition in Islam, in 
the language and outlook that makes the universal 
identity so strong. It adopts the language of honour 
and shame, it mixes it with pride and attempts to 
make all Muslims one. It annexes geography as 
belonging to that one group. ‘The Muslims vs the 
non-Muslims’, this is a feature of the faith espoused 
by Islamists, violent or otherwise, and itis a feature 
in the causal chain which apparently explains 
much radical jihadi action. 


Islamic Violence Requires Islam 


Regardless of the source of anger, the specific 
manifestations of the violence are indicative of a 
relationship between the beliefs held and the 
possible requirement to fulfill urges of adventure 
and danger. These manifestations are Islamic in 
nature as is the expressed motivation. 


| almost feel mean bringing up this example. 
Askgar Bukhari of ‘Mossad Shoe Theft’ fame is 
an Islamist. This clip of him is worth watching to 
see how brazenly one can assert something as 
broad as anger at ‘foreign policy’ as a reason for 
emotional point ‘A’ yet be entirely unable to explain 
a logical transition to action ‘B’, Mohammed 
Emwazi murdering ahostage. The question James 
O Brien is asking in this clip is key and it is is one 
that needs to be asked more often. Namely: How 
do you get from anger about Muslim lands and 
massacres etc. to hacking the head off an aid 


Muslims is an affront to the religion and it is a high 
religious duty to join together, ignore internal 
differences and fight infidels in response to the 
slight. It is the religious dictating the political and 
indeed the religious form a single nation. 


There is a similarity between what Bin Laden wrote 
here and a more general attitude to which Hasan 
has previously alluded. 


In a piece by Hasan describing Muslim attitudes 
to the Holocaust he wrote: 


We British Muslims prefer to wallow in vicarious 
victimhood. Only “our” tragedies matter: 
Palestine, Iraq, Afghanistan, Kashmir, Chechnya 
roll off our tongues. 


They roll off Bin Laden’s tongue too: 


The horrifying pictures of the massacre of Qana, 
in Lebanon are still fresh in our memory. 
Massacres took place in Tajikistan, Burma, 
Kashmir, Assam, Philippine, Fattani, Ugadin, 
Somalia, Eritrea, Chechnya and in Bosnia- 
Herzegovina. Massacring Muslims that sent 
shivers in the body and shook the conscience... 
Muslims became aware that they were the main 
targets of the Jewish-Crusader alliance of 
aggression. The false propaganda regarding 
human rights have vanished underthe tribulations 
and massacres that were committed against 
Muslims everywhere. 


This form of group-based victimology is common 
in British Muslims according to Hasan and is 
vicarious. It is also common to hear it when 
listening to Islamists and it is continuously heard 
in justifications of terrorist actions including by the 
terrorists themselves. 


The sense of an Umma and religious duty is 
important in explaining those that travel round the 
world to do horrific things for people they haven't 
met in countries they haven't visited. Saddam 
killed, atthe very least, 1000 people at Abu Grahib 
and probably many times more, perhaps up to 
30,000, butthese same people were nottravelling 
to fight him. Yet what the US did in a prison in Iraq 
for a short while, including 1 death, is considered 
a notable moment in the chain of causality that 
led to men in France, of Algerian descent, 
becoming ‘radicalised’ enough to shoot 
cartoonists in Paris for blasphemy. lt was 


method of violence? ISIS behead captives 
because that is what Mohammed did and ‘smiting 
at the necks’ of the unbelievers is not a modern 
notion superimposed on the religion, they chop off 
the hands of thieves because it is specifically 
mandated, this is different from the violence of the 
Gulags where the ideals of Marx might be used 
as ajustification but not as the source of specifically 
mandated action. The role of suicide bombings 
struggles to be explained without the Islamist’s 
interpretations of Islam. Hasan seems to be 
suggesting that the specifically and textually 
approved violence committed by ISIS and others 
is justified only retrospectively by the very texts 
they originated from. This not a ‘chicken and egg’ 
argument as much as it is ‘chicken and chicken’. 


Yes, some that have converted or been 
‘radicalised’ have been ‘hopeless’ or 
‘disillusioned’, many haven't. Some have been 
without economic opportunity, many haven't. But 
the acts chosen by them are means to the same 
ends as the ideology they come from. And that 
ideology is Islamic in origin. Hopelessness can 
occur anywhere but to get to wanting to build a 
Caliphate you need Islam, the hopelessness is 
perhaps a bonus. Therefore, unlike what Hasan 
insists, the religious element should be centre 
stage. Yet again though, specifically the non- 
terrorist Islamist and his ‘mood music’ is important 
here as | suggest the rhetoric, the forms of 
argument Maajid Nawaz perfected making while 
in Hizb ut-Tahrir, massively assist in generating 
the requisite levels of anger and disillusionment 
in the first place. 


ISIS throw suspected homosexual men from 
buildings and stone them if the fall doesn't kill them. 
In several Islamic countries homosexual acts carry 
the death penalty. 


Is ISIS’s treatment of homosexuals merely part of 
using religion as a retrospective justification for 
acts carried out due to their disillusionment and 
hopelessness or an already existing tendency 
towards violence? Would homosexuals be 
murdered without the religious element? To pilfer 
from Sam Harris, imagine if those verses in the 
Koran treating homosexuality as a sin had never 
existed and instead each page of the Koran had 
written in the margin “be nice to homosexuals”, do 
we honestly think that the treatment of gays by 
ISIS or indeed the opinions towards gays held by 
Muslims around the world wouldnt be 


worker with a knife? Something else is required. 


For Hasan, the religious aspect of Jihadi actions 
is to be minimalised at every turn. He suggests 
we look elsewhere. From his TV debate with 
Graeme Wood: 


...and when you have the religious discussion 
you've got to understand where religious ideology 
comesin, it's notthe motivator it’s the retrospective 
justification, it’s the vehicle that lots of angry or 
disillusioned or hopeless young men, they jump 
on to. Maybe thirty years ago it would have been 
communism or Marxism or 100 years ago it may 
have been anarchism, today it is this violent, 
perverted, politicised form of Islam but to put that 
centre stage is a big mistake and it's self-defeating 


Ithinkthisisa very difficultcaseto make, especially 
in such absolute terms. If it is suggesting that 
people started with their psychological and 
circumstantial problems and then wentto Marxism 
and Communism because it happened to be the 
radical idea floating nearest, the existence of 
Marxism and the voices supporting it are still 
required for the 'hopeless' and 'angry to go killing 
for it. And if it isn't their stated cause that should 
be tackled and discredited, what is the solution? 
To end hopelessness? | wish Hasan would deign 
to tell us how. 


If we are saying they use Islamism to get to 
terrorism, will they still get to terrorism without 
Islamism? If so how? 


If it is anger, disillusionment and hopelessness 
and people are using the religion afterwards, 
surely the number of converts among the ranks 
should be far higher than it is. A greater tendency 
towards violence in converts might suggest there 
is some element of truth to the claim, granted, but 
there are simply notenoughofthemin the numbers 
to mean this is the whole story or even close. If it 
is simply a certain personality type consistent 
through society latching onto any idea for 
justification, the rates of atrocities should remain 
broadly constant through time from before the rise 
of Islamism. 


We know that Communism killed a great many 
people, but was the Communist Manifesto cited 
as the specific origin of the violence, let alone the 
method of violence? 


surely must qualify as making a group's views 
worthy of examination, and indeed discrediting, 
by those seeking to prevent terrorism? 


Unlocking the door to the cage in which a terrorist 
sits is certainly causal. However, it could be 
correctly argued that they are only petitioning for 
legitimate forces to turn the keys. This then is 
merely advocacy. But this advocacy, when 
supported by larger voices with reputations, such 
as Amenesty International, has served to 
legitimise and provide a platform for voices that 
say more than just this. 


Take another CAGE wallah, Asim Qureshi, at a 
2006 Hizb ut-Tahrir rally outside the US embassy 
in London he said: 


When we see the example of our brothers and 
sisters fighting in Chechnya, lraq, Palestine, 
Kashmir, Afghanistan then we know where the 
example lies. When we see Hezbollah defeating 
the armies of Israel, we know what the solution is 
and where the victory lies. We know that it is 
incumbent upon all of us to support the jihad of 
our brothers and sisters in these countries when 
they are facing the oppression of the West. 


This comment would have fitted in nicely with the 
Ummah section. It also doesn't take much effort 
to explain how this might well have a causality with 
terrorism. All one needs to do is follow his advice 
and hey presto, you're a terrorist. What method of 
fighting does one have in most of those places 
without becoming one? 


When discussing Mohammed Emwazi, Qureshi 
blamedhis actions onthe UK intelligence services. 
This is part of their attempt to bring pressure in 
order to hamper and restrict our security services 
from doing what they consider to be right. Again, 
it can be completely legitimate advocacy to ask 
forrestriction ofthe actions of oursecurity services. 
However it is also true to suggest when this is 
done for the wrong reasons and to an 
unreasonable extent it is making the world a better 
place forterrorists. | suggestthe case of Emwazi's 
'radicalisation' qualifies as unreasonable and for 
the wrong reasons. 


In a now infamous interview with Andrew Neil, 
Qureshi's inability to condemn stoning for adultery 
under appropriate Sharia conditions smacks of 
acceptance of it. Are we to believe somebody with 


considerably improved? Of course it would. The 
texts matter and so do their interpretation. 
Therefore when acts are committed in the name 
of these texts, the texts and the regard in which 
they are held share some of the responsibility too. 
More to the point, those Islamists who choose not 
to shove gays off buildings, at least not until they 
have their formal and official Caliphate up and 
running, are certainty making it easier for those 
that do want to get to shoving to have a reason 
to travel to Syria and shove. Even if they don't 
want to kill gays but just get stuck into the fighting, 
the Islamist rhetoric about homosexuality will 
mean such actions are less likely to make the thrill 
seeker look elsewhere for his kicks. 


Without the need of a non-violent Islamist to turn 
into a terrorist, the former is helping the latter find 
the outlet for some urges already within them, and 
that outletis of the most regressive and brutal type. 


Unlocking the CAGE 


CAGE are an Islamist pressure group. They are 
nominally ‘non-violent’ and have enjoyed the 
support of such organisations as Amnesty 
International or the National Union of Students. 
They as a group, and their members individually, 
serve as the epitome of Islamists under the guise 
and language of human rights campaigners. What 
is their relationship with terrorism and jihad? 


Moazzam Begg is perhaps the loudest voice at 
CAGE. His time in Guantanamo has meant he 
has long been the darling of those seeking a stick 
with which to beat America. Read his CV as 
collated by Jamie Palmer. 


Here’s the rub: Where would Begg fit into the 
studies Anonymous Mugwump cited in his piece? 
| would suggest he pops up in the ‘non-violent 
Islamist’ columns. Now, who wishes to claim that 
man has no causal relationship with terrorism? 
Where violent Islamists are using violence, he has 
also been, carrying water for them at the least. 


If CAGE have their way, convicted and dedicated 
terrorists would be at large. Again Jamie Palmer 
is the best to go to for an explanation why. Shy of 
handing the newly released a suicide belt at the 
prison gates | can scarcely imagine actions with 
a more direct causality. Fighting for the release 
of actual terrorists convicted with due process of 
law surely must qualify as making a group's views 


Having stated that | think Islamism, in all its forms, 
needs to be confronted | am certainly not 
suggesting the same methods should be used. | 
can advocate using Hellfire missiles against 
Mohammed Emwazi while advocating something 
else altogether for his big-hearted empathiser, 
Asim Qureshi. | agree that people should and can 
be defeated in the ‘marketplace of ideas.’ 


The first part of winning in the marketplace of ideas 
is to demonstrate the negative outcomes of the 
opposing view. In this case there are many but 
violence is certainly one of them. 


A second part is to stop providing support, be it 
financial, platforms, approval and 
aggrandisement, to those we are doing battle with. 
Part of the shift that Quilliam has been working so 
hard to make happen has been to end the 
willingness of previous governments to support 
groups who share the ends of the terrorists while 
claiming disagreement about the means. This has 
meant abandoning the apparent idea that merely 
saying you condemn terrorism makes you an ally. 
| have tried in the sections above to show why it 
doesn't. 


As well as a great deal of exaggeration regarding 
what Cameron is actually proposing, there does 
seem to be a ‘slippery slope’ argument, ‘first they 
came for the non-violent Islamists etc.'. 


Giles Fraser's recent article in the Guardian is both 
a good example of this and of accidental comedy. 
In ithe characterises the views of Islamists as just 
another in a tradition of noble rebellion against the 
status quo. He says: 


But had the Levellers of the 17th century not been 
radical or extreme, they would not have introduced 
England to democracyin the first place (something 
for which they were eventually rounded up and 
shot). 


And do we really want to spy on universities for 
the presence of dangerous potentially world- 
changing radical ideas—like Plato or Marx or Jesus 
or Muhammad? 


Letme beclear. condemn absolutely any theology 
that calls for or encourages violence. If people are 
doing that, arrest them.But “non-violent 


a prominent voice who accepts stoning a woman 
for adultery, when the Sharia conditions are met, 
has no potential causality for somebody who then 
leaves for Syria and stones a woman when the 
conditions are met to their own satisfaction? This 
may not qualify as ‘terrorism’ per se but it is still 
a problem to be fought and the studies cited don’t 
contradict the assertion of causality here. 


As Alan Johnson says in that same BBC section 
“this is what we are up against in terms of the 
‘moderate front’. 


Cameron, in a section AM quoted: 


When you look in detail at the backgrounds of 
those convicted of terrorist offences, it is clear that 
many of them were first influenced by what some 
would call non-violent extremists. 


The idea of being first influenced and then 
becoming a terrorist is not disproved by any of 
studies AM quotes. | can’t find the Jihadist who 
doesn't believe the conspiracy theories and the 
victimhood, they will often directly claim these are 
their motivations. The nominally non-violent 
Islamists at CAGE are actively seeking to 
propagate them. How are they not part of the 
same problem? 


llliberal Liberalism and the ‘Market Place of 
Ideas’ 


Anonymous Mugwum said: 


Cameron’s speech is littered with illiberal policies 
and every single one rests on this idea that 
extremism and terrorism are linked. He could 
conceivably make the argument that extremism 
is bad per se and hence we should give Ofcom 
power to stop extremist channels. But he didn't. 
He made an issue that should be dealt with in the 
market place of ideas and organic integration... 


| do not share the opinion that it was ‘littered with 
illiberal policies’ or that they were all linked to that 
idea. | am satisfied that the above sections 
demonstrate both a relationship between 
Islamism and terror and the reasons why 
governments are compelled to take the threat from 
Islamism seriously. The policies themselves will 
have to be outlined to me and | will argue them 
case by case. 


This is constantly misquoted with the removal of 
the word ‘essential’. | have argued what | believe 
is essential about freedom of speech here and do 
notbelieve anything | have approved of by Quilliam 
or David Cameron contradicts that. Granted, all 
manner of sins might be covered by subjective 
interpretations of 'essential' but let us have that 
argument case by case. 


When we faced an existential threat from 
Communism you were still allowed to be 
Communist in Great Britain. That did not however 
make our security services wrong to keep checks 
on people and flag up those with the potential to 
cause us problems. There is an element of self- 
preservation here and we must guard against 
advocating disarming ourselves of the best 
weapons at our disposal. It is a sort of high- 
mindedness that has the potential to cost us far 
more liberty than it gains us in the long-term. 


Even if, which | do not believe, there is no link 
between Islamism and Islamist terrorism, the 
Islamists are worth fighting anyway. Maajid Nawaz 
has previously put this rather well: 


..Whether or not non-violent extremism 
empirically leads to violence, misses the point 
entirely. Like racism, non-violent extremist ideas 
(e.g: that in an ideal Islamic state apostates must 
be ‘killed in their millions’) are bad for social 
cohesion, regardless of whether they lead to 
immediate violence. 

...but what we can certainly do — as we do with 
homophobia and racism — is to challenge non- 
violent extremist ideas in civil society in order to 
make them a taboo. | mentioned that | call this 
doctrine one of legal tolerance coupled with civic 
intolerance. | then went to state that despite the 
absence of empirical evidence either way, what 
cannot be denied is that there is a relationship, a 
link, to whatever extent, between believing that it 
is okay to kill apostates, and actually killing them. 
It is silly to deny that a pre-requisite for the act of 
killing apostates, is the belief that it is okay to kill 
them. 


Much ofthe complaint about Cameron's approach 
is based on the affront of non-Muslims telling 
Muslims what they should think about their own 
religion. This | think is misplaced. Cameron is 
asking for reformers to get more of a platform. He 
is seeking to make it as easy as possible for 
Muslims to be free to find new orthodoxies. This 


extremism"is, by definition, neitherofthose things. 
And attacking it is simply an attack on thinking 
big, thinking differently and arguing passionately. 


This is not yet a free speech argument. Nobody 
is suggesting the proscription of radical ideas. But 
Fraser is making a category error. He is saying, 
hate one idea you describe as 'radical' it means 
you must hate them all. That by that link of being 
'radical they are the same. A surgical cut en route 
to removing an appendix is quite different in intent 
and outcome to stabbing somebody in the 
stomach. Are we not capable as a society of 
making this judgement of difference? Of course 
we need a nation of laws rather than a nation of 
men but can we have no discernment in even 
expressing disapproval? Even up unto the point 
where this disapproval manifests in schools being 
watchful of individuals at risk of becoming an 
Islamist? | have not heard anything whatsoever 
to provide me with the suspicion that ‘radical’ ideas 
per se are no longer to be permitted in Britain. 


Islamists are not pushing 'big' ideas. They are 
pushing squalid little ones. It isn't that they are 
thinking differently', it is that they are 'arguing 
passionately' for the regression of our society to 
medieval times and are providing ‘mood music’ 
to terrorists. 


Fraser ends with a nice bit of self-aggrandisement. 
He says 


...that's not Jesus. And like him, | believe in pulling 
the mighty from their thrones and lifting up the 
lowly. 


But Islamists are explicitly calling for somebody 
to be placed on a throne and when there, for them 
to have the powers to ensure the likes of Fraser 
won't be able to pull anything except his wallet 
out to pay the Jizya. 


Is asking internet companies to use their abilities 
to detect those at risk such an affront to liberty? 
Surely this depends far more on what is to be 
done with that information. Benjamin Franklin 
apparently said: 


Those who would give up essential Liberty, to 
purchase alittle temporary Safety, deserve neither 
Liberty nor Safety. 


Anyone whohas lived in Britain knows itis possible 
and indeed commonplace for a Muslim to still be 
a Muslim, as far as they are concerned, and fully 
contribute to, and comply with, the broad norms 
and expectations of British society in the same 
way a Catholic or Jew might. 


The problem, so much as there is one, is that the 
letting go of certain ideas: the literalism and rigidity, 
the sense of an identity that sits above the culturally 
geographic or national, has been proved difficult 
for some. 


The inability to do that is a causal factor in Islamic 
terrorism. The terrorists share those traits and 
seemingly wouldn't be doing what they do without 
them. This difficulty is assisted by those Islamists 
who actively seek to maintain and promote these 
ideas. And they are in turn enabled by those so 
protective of their religion they hamper any type 
of criticism, reform and reinterpretation. 


Some religions have been better at adapting to 
modern life (secular democracy) than others. 
Those that have been less able need reform. 


We have some backwards ideas around us that 
need to be cast aside. This is not complicated. If 
the arguments were shorn of the distractions such 
as the fact many adherents are of an ethnic 
minority, the resultant racism of low expectations 
and condescension that comes with that, and the 
preening Western-guilt, this would be alot simpler. 


Islamists are playing to these distractions, they 
are stoking them, and apologists let them. Those 
prone to joining and fighting do so under the cover 
of, and in the name of, these backward ideas. And 
the people that suffer most are Muslims. 


The promotion and validation of an extreme view 
of the religion is surely a potential causal factor 
for those acting upon it. 


At best, Islamists are making the ‘mood music’ 
while Islamist terrorists dance to it. At worst, those 
Islamists not advocating or engaging in terrorism 
are merely waiting for more propitious 
circumstances to get down and boogie. 


David Cameron merely outlined his way to stop 
the music. 


is precisely what winning in the ‘market place of 
ideas' requires. 


Conclusion 


As previously stated, the existence of causality 
between Islamism and terrorism does not require 
the transition of a non-terrorist Islamist to become 
a terrorist. If it can be shown that in any way the 
actions of non-terrorist Islamists are enabling or 
facilitating terrorists, aiding the recruitment of 
them, bringing the ideals and justifications they 
use to the attention of people that otherwise 
wouldn't become them, then we have established 
causality. And in so doing have established a 
reason why itis an imperative to combat Islamism. 
Terroristic or otherwise. 


Once having established why causality is not 
dependent on the 'conveyor-belt theory’ | don't 
understand how the studies cited mean there is 
no causality. Mugwump finished his piece by 
saying: 


I don't really mind about the result you might reach 
aslongas you're using the right method. Evidently, 
I’m talking to 2011 me here as well. Here’s a good 
starting point: if there is so much as a whiff of an 
empirical claim and your post doesn’t contain a 
study, you probably shouldn't be blogging. 


| may well be susceptible to this criticism here but 
| contend the argument is about how these studies 
are used and | am suggesting so far their use does 
not contradict what Quilliam, Cameron, or dare | 
say it, |, are saying. 


One mustbeware of faulty syllogism. The terrorists 
might all believe in certain tropes, but not all those 
that believe those tropes are terrorists. But this 
does not mean fighting those tropes isn’t valuable 
in its own right but more relevant to this discussion 
is that italso doesn't mean that it won’t help reduce 
terrorism. 


Perhaps all terrorist are those that might have an 
urge to find adventure and fight but those urges 
are not leaving the male population any time soon. 
This is not the variable worthy of our time and 
efforts and nor frankly are the vague notions of 
‘hopelessness’ etc. 


| | just used the 
How did | “It's got nothing 
you explain P | to do with Islam" 


line and they 
that one? swallowed it 


Austerity will 
continue for as long 
as it infuriates 
socialists 
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Looks like I'm 
going to be up 
against comrade 
Corbyn in the next 
general election 


I will be fearless in 
my fight against 
global terrorism. 

They will be quaking 
in their boots 


We can't let this uw 
scruffy little shit weasel N 
win, he wants me arrested 
as a bloody war criminal 
and If I'm going down, 
you're coming 
with me 


We're purging 
the ranks Tony, 
you'll be fine 


Is it normal to 
get an erection in 
these situations? 


j Comrades we have Y 
won a famous victory, we 
will now purge the party of 
all capitalists and present 
a wonderful socialists’ 
paradise to the electorate 
y in 2020 


p" 
PVEVOTED ® 
CORBYN Ww 


We are renaming the party t 
‘New Old Labour’ and going back to W 
our roots of massive overspending, } 
big government, open borders and 
equal misery for all 


SHIT!!! The exit polls are 


showing a huge swing to the 
Corbyn's New Old Labour. I'm 
packing my bags and fucking 
off to Iceland, ABANDON 
SHIP!!! 


JOHNSON 
6% 
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= ۶ FÜ | ry | N ۱ | "yy 2 1 ulli »! ۶ ` 1 ۱ | 
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"P سا‎ 
نے‎ T 


Comrades, I’ve won a 
momentous victory with an ٢ 7) € AN ۰. 
overwhelming mandate for ex | fully intend to make 
dramatic change. | intend to put A good on all my promises that 
my mark on history, welcome ~ got me where | am today 
to the socialist era of 
the Corbynites 


7 — Tony Blair and George 
Bush were today arrested by the ' 
Corbynites and are to be tried as 
war criminals. Hopes of a fair 
trial are slim as the gallows 
have already been erected and 
tickets are being sold for 
the hanging 


I'll be remembered as the man 
that crushed capitalism and made 
socialism a global phenomenon. 
There will be statues made in my 
honour and I'll be remembered 
amongst history's greats 


I'll destroy the Wester i 


war machine and the Middle \ 
East will worship me for 


bringing world peace 


We've got cash to burn since | 
capped executive wages, seized 
corporate profits and renationalised 
rail. Our socialist dream is well 
on its way now 


As my idea of gender 
segregated trains was such a huge 
success, | think the next step is having Jew 
only trains and stations. | must admit, l've 
stolen this idea from one of my heroes, 
but it will definitely please my friends 

at Hamas and Hezbollah 


And if the Jews 
don't like my idea, I'll join 
forces with Hamas and we'll 
hunt them down and 
exterminate them 


"cLLa 
Arme 


Next I’m going 
to renationalise the mail, 
buses and power utilities. 
Soon everyone will be 
dependant on the state 


This is the apex of 
socialism. It’s almost like we 
are living in Venezuela, that 

well known beacon of 
socialist success 


THE 0 ARE COMING 


7 When you wake up N 
with morning glory at Y 
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It denounced the "outrageous, crude and sick 
portrayal of the Prophet Mohammed" and 
claimed, "This woman is either sick or she is 
evil... she deserves to be put on trial for these 
outrageous attacks on Islam." 


That rant didn't come from some storefront 
Mullah or Bin Laden clutching his assault rifle 
in a cave on an Al Jazeera video. It came from 
the twisted mind of a sick and evil appeasement 
administration. 


Sick and evil might have been a better 
description of Mohammed's practice of sex 
slavery than of a young woman who drew a 
cartoon of a rapist as a pig. When the Caliph of 
the Islamic State was revealed to have taken 
American hostage Kayla Mueller as his slave, he 
was following the law of Mohammed. 


As ISIS put it, "Enslavingthe families ofthe kuffar 
(non-Muslims) and taking their women as 
concubines is a firmly established aspect of the 
Shariah (Islamic law) that if one were to deny or 
mock, he would be denying or mocking the 
verses of the Koran and the narrations of the 
Prophet." 


Was Mohammed a pig? He raped a little girl, 
forced his son to divorce his slave wife so he 
could have her, and took a number of captured 
non-Muslim women as slaves the same way the 
ISIS Caliph did. Their numbers included a 
number of captured Jewish women, Safiyah and 
Rayhana, as well as Arab women such as 
Juwayriyah. Rape and sexual slavery was a way 
of life for Mohammed and his men. 


By any civilized standard, Mohammed was a pig 
and worse. And yet instead of calling out those 
who praise a rapist and a pedophile, we lock up 
the young women who dare call out his 
piggishness. 


There is no reason to be surprised that these 
piggish habits should also be a way of life for 
his followers. 


ISIS, which already has maps ofthe parts of the 
world it would like to conquer, is turning its 
attention to space. Its supporters have found 
Mohammed's name on the planet Pluto and are 
demanding that the frozen world on the fringes 
of the solar system be renamed "The Moon of 
Mohammed". 


Considering that Pluto was the Roman god of 
the underworld (not to be confused with the 
Disney dog), naming the abyssal dwarf planet 
after Mohammed might almost be appropriate. 
Christians identified Pluto with Satan. Pluto is 
cold rather than hot, but like the Islamic State, 
it’s nowhere you want to be. 


Butatsome point we'll no doubt have to rename 
Pluto, Mohammed. It will fulfill NASA’s new 
Prime Directive, given to it by Obama, of 
enhancing Muslim self-esteem. Pluto will 
become part of the Dar-al-Islam, off limits to 
any infidel robot spacecraft that might taint its 
holy frozen surface. 


And to do otherwise would be Islamophobic. 


Meanwhile back here on earth, Israeli police 
arrested a fourth person for calling Mohammed 
a pig. While we don't have the full story yet, Avia 
Morris, the first person arrested described being 
taunted with cries of “Allahu Akbar" and "Kill 
the Jews” along with signs of support for ISIS. 
But it only became a legal matter when the 
twenty-year-old woman retorted, “Mohammed 


is a pig.” 


Calling for the death of infidels isn't a crime. 
Insulting Mohammed is. 


Avia got off lucky. When a young woman named 
Tatiana Soskin drew Mohammed as a pig 
scrawling ina Koran, the Clinton administration 
was more outraged by this than by the World 
Trade Center bombing. 


Its spokesman said that it gave “great thought 
to this... at the very highest levels of our 
government.” 


havebeenbetterableto protecttheir daughters. 
If more people in America and Europe knew 
about Mohammed, they might demand that 
their governments let fewer migrants in who 
believe Mohammed is a role model. 


What is happening in the Islamic State is only a 
more open version of what is already taking 
place in the West. Slavery has returned to 
America, not under the Confederate flag, but 
under the Saudi flag. The Muslim sex grooming 
in the UK does not come with its own flag, but 
with the Koran. And Muslims in this country 
continue to try and bring non-Muslim women 
out of this country to serve ISIS. 


Thereisadarkmoon overhead. It isn’t the planet 
Pluto; it's the sickle moon of Islam. Its terrible 
tides draw its followers to rape and kill. It's hard 
to defend against what we can't see. The truth 
has been cast into shadow. It has been left in 
darkness. It's time to bring it out into the light. 


The Yazidi little girls enslaved by ISIS, just as 
little girls in the UK were enslaved by Muslim 
migrants, were told by their captors that raping 
them was a prayer to Allah. 


"According to Islam he is allowed to rape an 
unbeliever," a twelve-year-old girl was told. "He 
said that by raping me, he is drawing closer to 
Allah." 


As Islam spreads across the West, we are all 
drawing closer to Allah. Portions of cities go dark 
and become no-go zones. Terrible things 
happen there that no one talks about. It's 
important to talk about them. But it's also 
important to talk about what ties together the 
little girls in the Islamic State and the United 
Kingdom, the slave trade of over a thousand 
years and Mohammed's wives. 


And that is Mohammed. Mohammed was a pig. 
We can and should say it. As many times as it 
takes. Heis nota role model. He is nota prophet. 
Its not the women who call him a pig who are 
sick and evil. 


It's those who imitate and defend his sick and 
evil ways. 


Tellingthe truth about Mohammed is morethan 
astatement.It's nota mere provocation. Itsaves 
lives. 


The "Moon of Mohammed" hangs in the sky 
above the desert casting its dark shadow across 
the lives of his followers. In its plutonian night, 
they commit horrifying crimes against women 
and children. It's been this way for over a 
thousand years. If ISIS has its way, so it will be 
that way for another thousand years. 


As we consider the fate of Kayla Mueller or of 
the thousands of girls groomed to be sex slaves 
to Muslim men in the UK, we must conclude that 
what happened to them took place because our 
societies have failed to tell the truth about 
Mohammed. 


The response to Muslim violence has been 
greater extremes of censorship. There is a direct 
connection between the amount of protective 
censorship imposed on any criticism of Islam 
andIslamicviolence.The Clinton administration 
rant about Tatiana’s cartoon took place after the 
World Trade Center bombing. And yet it would 
have been unthinkable then to lock up a 
Mohammed filmmaker, as Hillary and Obama 
did after the Benghazi massacre. Each new 
atrocity creates new momentum for censorship. 


The Israeli police behave the way they do 
because the authorities are desperate to keep 
some kind of peace and it is always easier to 
censor, arrest and control non-Muslims than 
Muslims. That is also why the authorities in 
European countries are far more willing to lock 
up those who burn the Koran or criticize Islam 
than the Salafis who patrol the streets as Sharia 
police and call for a Caliphate. 


This is not tolerance. It's appeasement. It's 
cowardice and treason. 


We are in a race between collapsing systems 
struggling to prop up an impossible situation 
despite the outbursts of violence and those who 
tellthe truth aboutthem. Theworsethe situation 
becomes, the more the systems will try to retain 
control through censorship. Unable to control 
the followers of Mohammed, they will instead 
seek to control those who tell the truth about 
him. 

Telling the truth will become more dangerous, 
but it will also save lives. 


If Kayla Mueller had known the truth about 
Mohammed, she might never have goneto Syria. 
If more mothers and fathers in the UK had 
known the truth about Mohammed, they might 
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Is cancelling the Prophet Muhammad exhibition Willy Wonka and the Prophet Factory 
bad for free speech? 
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Islamic State's revival of slavery, extreme though it is, finds 
disquieting echoes across the Arab world. 
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EVOLUTION A professor blames ISIS's sex slavery on the West. 


Analysis: Jeremy Corbyn is not an anti-Semite. It’s so much 
worse than that By Stephen Daisley 


What do you have to say about Jews not to be invited to 
Parliament by Jeremy Corbyn? 


The Inconstant Gardener By David Paxton 


"Someone who uses the word ‘Zionist’ or ‘Zionists’ on social 
media to criticize others will also have posted antisemitic 
material". 


Krankies Catchphrase 
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ذا ! 


You've joined us at a critical stage 
of Krankies' Countdown. It's sudden death so 
we are going to keep uncovering squares until 
someone gets the right answer and wins 
1 the star prize 


OK, 
we've taken away 
another square, 
say what you see. 
Jean-Mairet you Fourteen 
buzzed in first, hundred years 
what do you think of Islamic 
the catchphrase . genocide? 


Oooh that's 
good, but it's not 
fan-dabi-dozi 


OK, 

Is it the 
Pirates of 
Penzance? 


we've taken away 
another square, 
say what you see. 
Ed you buzzed in 
first, what do you 
think the 
catchphrase 


007 


P 5 N 


Ow 


Errrr, no Ed, 
it bloody is not 


OK, 
we've taken away 
another square, 
say what you see. 

Jean-Mairet you The 
buzzed in first, : | Religion 
what do you think GA of Peace? 
the catchphrase 
is? 


PR 
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Oooh that’s 
good, but it’s not 
fan-dabi-dozi 


ew 


Is it 
'Nothing 
to do with 
Islam’? 


| know 


what itis. | 


Mohammed 
the perfect 
Muslim 


OK, 
we've taken away 
another square, 
say what you see. 
Ed you buzzed in 
first, what do you 
think the 
catchphrase 


NU 
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' Errrr, no Ed, 
don't be so 
bloody stupid 


we've taken away 
the last square, 

say what you see. 
Jean-Mairet you 
buzzed in first, 

what do you think 
the catchphrase 

is? 


/ FAN-DABI-DOZI 
You win the star 
prize Jean-Mairet, 

a roll of Quran 
toilet paper 
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It was recently reported that ISIS units have been suffering from the rapid spread of what doctors have‏ 
diagnosed as 'severe karma'. The pious jihadis, obedient to the many Qur'anic commands to rape‏ 
their conquered civilian populations, are being diagnosed with AIDS in increasing numbers, and are‏ 
being ordered to report for suicide bombing missions.‏ 


One jihadi, speaking on condition of anonymity, claimed that the rise in infections was due to the 
'chronic shortage of goats' in the region affected by the advance of ISIS combatants. He claimed that 
ISIS brings ‘freedom’, which he said 'specifically included the freedom to die slowly and painfully in a 
ditch somewhere, free from the demonic interference of infidel medicine'. It is now believed that the 
CIA is acquiring goats, which it plans to infect with a particularly virulent strain of syphilis. 
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Saudi Arabia recently preached to the international community about the 
need to confront “intolerance, extremism and human rights violations.” 


where Muslims are granted full equality - to cease 
“discrimination based on religion.” 


Continues the Saudi Gazette: 


Addressing an international symposium on media 
coverage of religious symbols based on 
international law, which started in this French city 
on Saturday, a senior Saudi official said the 
Kingdom emphasized years ago that the 
international community must act urgently to 
confront ethnic, religious and cultural intolerance, 
which has become widespread in all communities 
and peoples of the world. 


Meanwhile, back in the real world, few countries 
exhibit as much “ethnic, religious and cultural 
intolerance” as does the Arabian kingdom. Along 
with the aforementioned discrimination and 
intolerance againstallotherreligions, SaudiArabia 
is notoriously clannish and racist. 


Ten percentofthe population is denied equal rights 
because of their race; black men are barred from 
holding many government positions; black women 
are often put on trial for “witchcraft”; castrated 
African slaves are sold on Facebook in the 
birthplace of Islam, and its princes are known to 
beat their black slaves to death. Human Rights 
Watch has described conditions for foreign 
workers in Saudi Arabia as resembling slavery. 


Worse of all is if you're black and Christian. After 
35 Christian Ethiopians were arrested and abused 
in prison for almost a year, simply for holding a 
private house prayer, one of them said after being 
released: "They [Saudis] are full of hatred towards 
non-Muslims." 


This is unsurprising considering that the Saudi 
education system makes it a point to indoctrinate 
Muslim children with hatred, teaching that "the 
Apes are the people ofthe Sabbath, the Jews; and 


If this sounds surreal, consider the following 
excerpts from a July 26 report in the Saudi Gazette 
(emphasis added): 


Saudi Arabia has reiterated its call on the 
international community to criminalize any act 
vilifying religious beliefs and symbols of faith as 
well as all kinds of discrimination based on religion. 


Saudi Arabia wants Western cartoonists, 
comedians, and others - people who represent only 
theirindividual selves - to stop mocking the religious 
beliefs and symbols of Islam, even as the Arabian 
kingdom’s own institutionalized policy is to vilify and 
discriminate against the religious beliefs and 
symbols of all other faiths. 


Nota single non-Muslim worship building is allowed 
there; the highest Islamic authority decreed that it 
is “necessary to destroy all the churches of the 
region." Whenever Christians are suspected of 
meeting in a house for worship - or as one Saudi 
official once complained, "plotting to celebrate 
Christmas" - they are arrested and punished. 


Any cross or other non-Muslim symbol found is 
confiscated and destroyed. Anyone caught trying 
to smuggle Bibles or any other "publications that 
have prejudice to any other religious belief other 
than Islam" can be executed. 


In 2011, a Colombian soccer-player "was arrested 
by the Saudi moral police after customers in a 
Riyadh shopping mall expressed outrage over the 
sports player's religious tattoos, which included the 
face of Jesus of Nazareth on his arm." In 2010 a 
Romanian player kissed the tattoo of a cross he 
had on his arm after scoring a goal, causing public 
outrage. 


And yet, Saudi Arabia has the unmitigated gall to 
ask the West - where Islam is freely practiced, 
where mosques and Korans proliferate, and 


As for Western governments, thanks to political 
correctness, not only do they discourage freedom 
ofexpression buthonest, objective talk concerning 
Islam is suppressed (hence every Western leader 
maintains that ISIS "has nothing to do with Islam," 
AKA, "the religion of peace"). 


Meanwhile, it is precisely Islamic teachings that 
breed "intolerance, extremism and human rights 
violations," and not just in Saudi Arabia but all 
throughout the Muslim world. And it is precisely 
these teachings that prompt Western peoples to 
criticize Islam, including through cartoons. 


None of this is enough to embarrass the Saudis 
from their farce: 


Al-Omari said the Saudi participation in the 
symposium falls in line with its efforts to support 
the principles of justice, humanity, promotion of 
values and the principles of tolerance in the world 
as well as to emphasize the importance of 
respecting religions and religious symbols. 


Actually, because of Saudi Arabia's absolute lack 
of "justice, humanity, promotion of values and the 
principles of tolerance," even the U.S. State 
Department lists the home of Islam and 
Muhammad as one of eight"Countries of Particular 
Concern." 


Thus in ultra-hypocritical 
manner, Saudi Arabia asks the 
international community to stop 
exercising freedom of 
expression - even as it openly 
and unapologetically persecutes 
non-Muslims, discriminates 
against non-Saudis, and violates 
the most basic of human rights 
on a daily basis. 


Itstillremainsto determine which 
is more surreal, more 
unbelievable: that Saudi Arabia, 
which tops the charts of state- 
enforced religious intolerance 
and ethnic discrimination, is 
calling on the West “to confront 
ethnic, religious and cultural 
intolerance,” or that the West 
deigns to participate in such 
disgracefully hypocritical 
forums. 


the Swine are the infidels of the communion of 
Jesus, the Christians.” 


According to Saudi novelist Hani Naqshabandi, 
“Our religious institutions do not give us room to 
exercise free thought.... They [Saudi institutions] 
said that the Christian is an infidel, a denizen of 
hell, an enemy to Allah and Islam. So we said, 
‘Allah’s curse on them.” 


Again, bear in mind that all this is official Saudi 
policy - not the “free expressions” of individuals, 
which the Saudis are condemning as creating 
“ethnic, religious and cultural intolerance” around 
the world. 


The Saudi Gazette goes on to quote one 
Abdulmajeed Al-Omari, “a senior Saudi official.” 
Speaking at the recent international symposium in 
France which hosted representatives from 16 
European nations, he said that Western “freedom 
of expression without limits or restrictions” are 
“abuses [that] bred intolerance, extremism and 
human rights violations...” 


Again, it bears reemphasizing that in the West 
individuals are free to express themselves. And 
it's just that - expression, not action (as in murder, 
terrorism, rape, enslavement, church bombings, or 
the slaughter of *apostates"). 


FIND THE DIFFERENCES 


Take Drugs before Sex 
if Your Wife is 'Ugly' 


A married man who believes his wife to be ugly may take 
cannabis before having sexual relations with her, according 
M to a new fatwa from a Salafi Moroccan imam. 


The religious ruling is going viral on social media in Arabic, 
after the imam made a Friday sermon on the subject in a 
mosque. 


The imam explained his motive is, "So the husband can see 
his wife like a stunningly beautiful heavenly virgin, but the 
conditions are that the man is over 40 and he doesn't use 
the drug for more than 30 minutes." 


The fatwa is the best solution for all husbands who were 
tested by God with ugly women, the religious leader added. 
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familiar, oh-so-trendy post-modern hatred of 
anything popular. This left-wing loony really seems 
to think our much-loved national dish is an 
instrument of class control: 


“For me, the associations of a roast dinner do not 
evoke pangs of hunger, but received memories of 
oppression and an enslaved work force.” 


See... 


"the Sunday lunch is an archaic reminder of a 
working-class past, a commemoration of an age 
in which no meal was worth eating ifitlacked meat,” 


He explains, before taking aim at another 
cornerstone of our culture: 


"Dreariest of all is the prospect of a Sunday pub." 


And then to rap things up, in a spectacularly basic 
piece of reasoning, the authortells us thatbecause 
George Orwell thought roasts were alright — and 
because he is man who thought the News of the 
World was part of "the fabric of Britain, as central 
to Sunday as a roast dinner" — by association, 
therefore, the Sunday roast must be filthy. 


“ think of the pathetic Christmas dinner of the 
Cratchits in Charles Dickens' A Christmas Carol. 
And although George Orwell wrote a slightly 
unconvincing essay on the merits of British food, 
the very fact that he claimed that the News of the 
World was part of 'the fabric of Britain, as central 
to Sunday as a roast dinner, speaks to a 
reactionary past of set values and set menus, of 
the exploitation of people and animals, and one 
which we are better rid of." 


So there you have it. Our culture is rotten. Even 
traditional meat and two veg is oppressive, cruel 
and shameful. Time to import someone else's 
then. Who's for a Sunday Schwarma? 


The  Guardian's loathing for western 
civilisation is no secret; it defines the 
newspaper just as reliance on the British tax 
payer defines the BBC. But today the rag’s 
outright contempt for British culture has 
reached a new low, with a withering attack on 
the Great, British Sunday Roast. 


“| think the ritual of Sunday dinner (never lunch in 
my family) was invented as a way to consume the 
deadening hours of a day which, once we'd been 
to mass, yawned claustrophobically ahead,” writes 
author and "cultural historian" Philip Hoare. 


The Guardian, of course, takes great pride in 
denigrating the minutia of British heritage. "Tea is 
a national disgrace,” on the level of “colonialism 
and the class system," we weretold in May. HP 
sauce is too "establishment," and the "Barbecue 
is a form of cultural power... made by enslaved 
Africans," from July. Oh and let's not forget the 
recent Union flag attack. 


Theauthor's precious mother, ^who hated cooking 
and would rather have been on the stage," would 
cook for young Hoare on Sunday: “Alump of dead 
animal would fester in a tray of spitting fat, 
surrounded by the only edible element as far as | 
was concerned, the roast potatoes. The 
vegetables would be reduced to degrees of green 
and orange mush.” 


The author is, unsurprisingly, a vegetarian, and 
he wants us all to know how evil meat eaters are, 
and how hard we're making his life: “For 
vegetarians, condemned to a dry nut roast 
alternative, the legacy of the meat hegemony is 
even worse.” 


That's right, “meat hegemony”. 


Hoare really hates the “patronising vegetarian 
recipes” he choose to eat, and the carving utensils, 
well, they are just “pronged and bone-handled like 
instruments of medieval torture.” 


This will 
show the world 
what a nice guy 

| really am 


If the South 
don't stop playing 
anti-North Korea broadcasts j 
at border passes I'm gonnaZ 
nuke the bastards 


f SOCIALISM AND RACISM 


"Mo'Nique, socialism is when whitey works every 
day, earning money that the government takes 
from him then gives to us so we can have nice 
things. You know, like our free mobile phones, our 
rent payments, cable TV, EBT, WIC, your free 
school lunches, our free doctors’ visits, our electric 
payments and everything else we have." 


"Wow, momma. Socialism is greatfor us! But don't 
the white folk get pissed off about that?" 


"They sure do, Mo'Nique. That's called racism" 


Little Mo'Nique was sitting in front of the television 
watching the nightly news. They were talking about 
a lot of things little Mo'Nique didn't know about so 
she does what any inquisitive girl would do. She 
goes out to the kitchen and asks her mother about 
it. 


“Mommy, | was watching television and they were 
talking about the upcoming presidential election 
and a guy named Bernie Sanders. They said he 
promotes socialism. What's socialism, mommy?" 
Little Mo'Nique's mother looks up from her snack 
of gummint cheese and kool-aid and replies: 
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The Village-Idiot-in-Chief of the good ol’ US of A will soon be taking his well-earned retirement, 
after doing his best to ensure healthy profits at US arms manufacturers for decades to come. 
The search for the person least qualified to replace him is now well underway, with several 
octogenarians pushing the boundaries of modern medicine by running forthe most demanding 
jobon Earth. Mrs Clinton is leading the way in a crowdedfield, where incompetence, dishonesty, 
and hilarious hair are seen as key attributes. 


The former First Lady has run into difficulties lately, however, amid allegations that she used 
“sexyHillary69@gmail.com” to conduct official government business, and that she did not 
fully disclose email records when required to do so. Her campaign strongly denies any 
allegation of wrongdoing, insisting that the records are complete, and that she 'had simply 
taken her foot right off the gas', and that the second Obama term had 'effectively been a four 
year vacation' for the Secretary of State. Off the record, a staffer assured this publication that 
Hillary was 'only running so she could get back at Bill by screwing a dozen interns' in what 
the staffer said Mrs Clinton insisted on referring to as the 'Oval Orifice'. The US presidential 
election will be held in 2016. 


Palle MAL BADAWI 


Raif is not a criminal - he is a prisoner of conscience who called for free speech on his 
website. His treatment by authorities in Saudi Arabia has been nothing short of a vicious 
act of cruelty. 


Raif was arrested in June 2012. In May 2014 he was found guilty of breaking Saudi Arabia's 
strict technology laws and insulting Islamic religious figures by creating and managing an 
online forum. 


He was sentenced to 10 years in prison, 1,000 lashes, a fine of 1 million Saudi Riyal (over 
a quarter of a million US dollars), and prevented from using any kind of media or travelling 
until 2034. 


A CARTOON AGAINST EVERY LASH (25) #Freeratf 


New Ses Or exco. 


e SN ; 
CE. w 
ir, ^s T D 


M 
سی‎ 
es 
+ سے‎ 
A 
= 
PL 
سے‎ 


was 
و‎ 


Aseem Trivedi is an independent cartoonist and free speech activist from New 
Delhi, India. He is creating a cartoon for each of the 50 lashes Raif Badawi has 
received. Above is number 25 in his series of 50. Vive Charlie will be featuring 
his cartoons each week so please follow him on Twitter. 

(@aseem_trivedi 
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Had a hard day beheading infidels? Not 


Relax with a Quran approved game straight from Mecca - "Rock the Hussy". 


Play as a holy man and carry out the holy mission: Stone the immodest girls 
whilst avoiding harming the good subjugated Muslim women in burkas. 
What could be more holy? May your violent God go with you. 


